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BYRON O. ENAFP.

Mr. CARMACK. I am directed by the Committee onPsn
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7433) grantin
increase of pension to Byron C. Knapp, to it wi out
amendment; and I ask unanimous consent for its immediate con-
gideration.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposesto on the
gl;gln n roll the name of Byron C. Knapp, late of Company B,

d Battalion, Sixteenth Regiment nited States Infantry.
and bopa.yhnnapenalon at the rate of §12 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JOHN F. LAWSON.

Mr. BATE. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to consider
a case on the Calendar which has been passed over. The Post-
Office Department and the committee are interested in it. Itisa
little matter of a mail carrier. Itis the bill (H. R. 7864) to ﬁ
John F. Lawson $237.96, balance due him for services as Uni
States mail carrier. It has the House, it is recommended
l:bhyjﬂz? committee, and I ask permission to have it disposed of at

s time.

Mr. GALLINGER. If was rather understood that no general
Ehumltl)aﬂsla would be done this afternoon, but I will not object to

is 4

Mr. BATE. I watched, sir, and that was not understood. I
should not have presented the rﬁuest if it had been although I
am obhged to the Senator from New Hampshir

Mr. GALLINGER. Several Senators consu.‘lted me about it.
Mr. KEAN. No one objects to this bill.
Mr. TELLER. I do not want to object to this bill, but I will

Ob.)['h ect to any business unless——

e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CurLLoM in the chair). Is
there objection to the consideration of the bill indicated by the
Senator from Tennessee?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill

The was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

FOREST LIEU SBELECTIONS.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am instructed by the Committee on
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15985) to con-
firm certain forest lieu selections madeunder the act approved June
4, 1897, to report it without amendment. Inview of the fact that
both tﬁe House and the Senate have passed similar bills, and that
there is a typographical error in the Senate bill, I ask that this
bill may now be considered. It is a short bill. The word ¢ lien”
should be changed to the word ‘ lieu.”” It refers to ‘‘lien’” land
and not *“lien’’ land.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that
the bill as now printed is as it is desired to be.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The House bill is the correct one.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to ask that the House be re-
quested to return to the Senate its Dbill on this subject, with a
view to its indefinite nement when received.

The PRESIDING CER. It will be so ordered, if no ob-
jection is made. The Chai:: hears none.

PURE-FOOD LEGISLATION.

Mr. McCUMBER. Iwishatthistime toask unanimousconsent
that immediately after the routine morning business to-morrow
the pending business be laid aside and the Senate proceed during
the morning hour to the consideration of the bill (iS. 8109) for pre-
venting the adulteration, misbranding, and imitation of foods,
beverages, candies, drugs, and condiments in the District of Co-
Iumbia and the Territories, a.nd for regulating interstate traffic
therein, and for other purpo:

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Premdent there are so few Senators
present that I think unanimous consent ought not to be given to
the request of the Senator; and I must object.

Mr. TELLER (to Mr. McCUMBER). Give notice that you will
ask unanimous consent.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I desire to call the Senator’s
attention to one fact. Then I will give notice. This bill was put
on the Calendar on the 2d day of April, 1902, and because of one
objection after another it has been mpomble to bring it up and
have it heard at any time. I can now see no Eomble way to get
consideration for it, and yet I do not believe there is any bill in
which the public is more interested than this particular bill. I

refer to the public in general, wholesalers and retailers, and the
business men of the country.

It seems to me we ought to have, in the course of two years, one
hour or two hours in which to consider a bill that has been the
first one on the Calendar during all the length of time I have
stated, and it seems to me there ought not to be specious objee-
tion.

All I desire is to have an honest hearing for the bill. If the
Senate does not want to pass the bill, all it has to do is to vote

tit. But it does seem to me that the time has come when
ve a right to insist as a matter'of courtesy and as a matter of
Justice tontile bill that it have the consideration of the Senate.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I move that the Sena'aa
proceed to the consideration of executive business. .

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate adjourn.

Mr. KEAN. I trust the Senator from North Dakota will not
insist on his motion. There are a large number of post-office
nominations which ought to be referred, and it is late in the

session.

Mr. COCERELL (to Mr. McCUMBER).
the morning hour when there is a full attendance.

Mr. McC I will meet with the same objection in the
morning hour as at any other time. I should like to get the bill
to a vote at some time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota insist npon his motion that the Senate adjourn?

Mr. McCUMBER. I mmst. u n the motion. If the Senators
want to vote it down the

The PRESIDING OF IC'ER 'I‘he uestion is on ing to
ghée motion of the Senator from North ota, that the Senate

journ.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 7 minutes"

. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow , Thursday, February
%, 1903, at 11 o’clock a. m.

Make your request in

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

WEDNESDAY, February 25, 1903,

The House met at 12 o’clock m.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HExry N. CovpEx, D. D.

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved.

LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION.

The SPEAKER laid before the House House concurrent resolu-
tion No. 92, in relation to the invitation extended to Congress
by the National Commission of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition
and by the Louisiana Exposition Purchase Company, with Senate
amendments, which were read.

Mr. TAWNEY. I move concurrence in the amendments of
the Senate.

The motion was to.

Mr. . I desire to call up a privileged bill.

CONFERENCE REPORTS.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present for
the purpose of printing in the REcorRDp two conference reports
and statements.
thlghrﬁl SPEAKER. They will be printed in the RECORD, under

e.
FRANCIS A. TRADEWELL,
The report of the committee of oonferenca is as follows:

The committee of conference on the d votes of the two Houses

on the amendment of the Senate to the b !.BI “An act ﬂngree
to Francis A TrndawelL“ hrwing m attsr nnd

eir respective

veagreed to recommend and do recommend to

Houses as follows: .
That the House recede from its dimgreememt to the amendment of the

Senate and a to an amendment as follows:

In lie sum proposed by the Senate insert “sixteen;” and the Senate
agree to the same.
H. C. LOUDENSLAG
WILLIAM RICHARDSON,.
Managers on the part of the House,
3.3 PRITCHARD
JAS.P. TALIAFERRO,
Managers on the part of the Seuate
The statement of the House conferees is as follows:

Thia'bm a ly passed the House at §12 per month, but was amended
in the Sena month. The result of the conference is that the
Senate rﬁcadas from its amendment at 20 per month and the conferees have
& to a rating of §16 per month mrr mnfaroes mommnd that the

at §16 per month, in accordance ‘ime
H C. U'DE\IELAG‘EB
WILLIAM RICHARDSON,

JOEL C. SHEPHERD,
The mport of the committee of conference is as follows:

The committes of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses
the amendment of the House to the bill (8. "in act grmt?ln::n in@rug‘
of pension to Joel C. Shepherd,” having met, u.ﬂ;ar full and free conference
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}:.aﬁvgamadtormmmand and do recommend to their respective Houses as
0, WE

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the

da to the same.
Haua S e H. 0. LOUDENSLAGER,
WILLIAM RICHARDSON,
Managers on the part of the House.

The statement of the House conferees is as follows:
This bill originally passed the Senate at $20 per month, but was amended

in the House to $16 per month. The result of the conference is that the Sen-
ate to the Hounse amendmenhgn;i]]your conferees recommend that
the pass at §16 per month, as it o

5 Igaed the House.
. C. LOUDENSLAGER.
WILLIAM RICHARDSON.

MESSAGE FROM THE BENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the reports of the com-
mittees of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses
on the amendments of the Senate to bills of the following titles:

H. R. 16567. An act making appropriation for the support of
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904; and

H. R. 16161. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis
A. Tradewell.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the
amendments of the House of Representatives to the amendment
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15520) to establish a standard of
ﬁg:. and to provide for a coinage system in the Philippine Is-

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R. 17088. An act to create a new division of the eastern ju-
dicial district of Texas, and to provide for terms of court at Tex-
arkana, Tex., and for a clerk for said court, and for other pur-

poses.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint reso-
Jution of the following title:

S. R. 159. Joint resolution granting to the New York and Jer-
sey Railroad Company the right to construct and operate an un-
derground railway under land owned by the United States in the
city of New York.

RETURN OF BILL TO THE SENATE.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following order of
the Senate:

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to return to the House of Repre-
sentatives the enrolled bill (8. &Tlgﬁepmvidin for the sale of sites for manu-
facturing or individual plants in Indian Territory, with the request that
the House of Representatives vacate the action of the Speaker in signing the
said enrolled ,and return the same, and the mmgad the Senate agree-
ing to the amendment of the House to said bill, to the Senate.

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the resolution I send to the desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks nnan-
imouns consent for the present consideration of the resolution
which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ordered, That the §; er be, and he hereby is, empowered and directed
to strike his signature from the said enrolled bill (8. 5718), and that the mes-
gage of the Benate on said bill to the House be returned to the Senate, in ac-
cordance with the request of the Senate.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some ex-
planation as to why this action is to be taken. It reverses the
order of the House; is a new way, it seems to me, of reconsidering
a proposition.

. DALZELL. I can only say to the gentleman that it has
heretofore been customary to comply with requests of the Senate
of a character such as this,

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the parliamentary sitnation? We
have passed a Senate bill, have we not, and the Speaker of the
House approved of it, and now this action reverses it here.

Mr. DALZELL. This action puts it in the situation it was in
before the Speaker signed it.

Mr. HEPBURN. Does it not do more than that?

Mr. LACEY. Justa word in explanation, which I think will
satisfy the gentleman. We have ‘ﬂ;&‘;&ﬂ another bill in relation
to the recording of instruments in the Indian Territory with which
a portion of this bill, which has not become law, would conflict.

It is too late to reconsider it, but by unanimous consent that

rtion of the bill which conflicts with the other bill that passed
Egth Houses could be eliminated and thus prevent sending two
bills to the President in direct conflict. It is a conflict of that
kind that can only be avoided by making this arrangement with
the Senate,

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the order will be agreed
to. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.
RESIGNATION OF MR. KLEBERG AS A CONFEREE.
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resigna-

on:

The Clerk read as follows:
To the Speaker, House of Representatlives:

81r: I hereby resign tny position as conferee on conference committee on
H. R. 12008, an act to amend section 1 of the act of Congress
14, 1898, entitled *An act extending the homestead laws and providing for a
right of way for railroads in the rict of Alaska.”

RUDOLPH ELEBERG.

The SPEAKER appointed as a conferee in place of Mr. KLE-

BERG Mr. GRIFFITH.

UNION STATION BILL.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up conference
report on the bill 8. 4825, to provide for a union railroad station
in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the following conference report and statement:

The committee of conference on the dimfmein votes of the two Houses
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. ) to provide for a union
railroad station in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, having
met, and after full and free conference have been unable to reach an agree-

ment.
J. W. BABCOCK
SYDNEY E. MUDD,
A. 0. LATIMER,
AManagers on the part of the House,
J. H. GALLINGER,
W. P. DILLINGHA'M
THOMAS 8. MARTIN,
Managers on the part of the Senate.
BETATEMENT.

The only amendments to the bill not
bered 89 and 41, decreasing the amount to be
more and Wnsﬁington Railroad from $1,500,000, as pr by the Senate, to

by the House, and also so much of amendment num-
to dec ing the amount to be paid to the Baltimore and
Ohio Railroad from 1,500,

, 88 roEueed in the legislation of Februar,
1801, to 1,000,000, as proposed by &a ouse. ¥ 1%

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further
insist on its disagreement to the Senate bill. I want to say, Mr,
Speaker, for the benefit of those that possibly do not fully nnder-
stand the situation, that the conference committees of the two
Houses have been unable to agree. I will say that under the
present law for the elevation of the tracks and the elimination of
grade crossings, each road was to receive $1,500,000. This amount
was supposed to be one-half of the cost of the elevation of the
tracks, and not au{part of the cost of construction of the dfgcts
freight yards, coach yards, or other necessary matters for rai oad
facilities. The House committee was opposed to the location at
Massachusetts avenue. They did not believe it was for the inter-
est of the publie, or for the interest of the District, that the
station shouﬁd be located at Massachusettsavenue. They favored
the C street site. The Massachusetts avenue site cost the Gen-
eral Government and the District $1,600,000 more than the C
street site.

A proposition was made in the committee that this amount of
$1,600,000 be divided; that is, the District and the Government
should bear $600,000, and each railroad company bear $500,000;
or. in other words, cut down the appropriation to the railroad
$1,000,000. The railroad companies insisted on the Massachusetts
avenue site, and stated, after submitting the plans for the C street
site, that they would not construct a depot at C street unless they
were obliged to do so by law. .

There are several reasons why the Massachusetts avenue site
is desirable from a railroad standpoint. In the first place, it cuts
the elevation down one-half. The elevation under the present
law and under the proposed C street site is the same. The Mas-
sachusetts avenue site is some 10 feet lower, and instead of an
elevation that permits thestreets to pass under the railroad track,
the streets will have to be de;{uresaed from 8 to 15 feet to pass
under the elevationsas proposed by the Massachusetts avenue site,

By the selection of the Massachusetts avenue site one-half of
the elevation was saved. It moved back the depot two blocks
and saved not only the cost of that construction, but also the use
of the two blocks of very valuable land, worth six or seven hun-
dred thousand dollars. So, from a financial standpoint, the Mas-
sachusetts avenue site was a desirable site for the railroad com-

pany.

But, Mr. Speaker, that site cost the District $1,600,000 more
than the other site, as it requires a great fill of 34 feet and 6
inches where the depot is located. Now, your committee believe
that their action was just, and it was the unanimous report of the
committee, and I believe, Mr. Speaker, that it should be entirely
satisfactory to all concerned; and when you vote on this proposi-
tion, remember that you are voting to put this additional burden
of $1,600,000 upon the District and the General Government; and
therefore I ask and move that the House insist upon its disagree-
ment. I reserve the balance of my time. :

of are amendments num-
id to the Philadelphia, Balti-

approved May
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserves the balance of his
time. The Chair should first state, however, the motion that the
gentleman has made, and his motion is to insist on the amend-
ments of the House.

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. er, I move that the House recede
from the amendments numbered 39 and 41, and so much of amend-
ment 57 as has not been agreed upon in conference. Now, Mr.
Speaker, we went very thoroughly into the argument why this

“ghould be done the last time this bill was before the House. In
the course of his remarks the distinguished gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. CaxyoxN] wound up with the dramatic exhortation,
* Choose ye, then, this day whom ye will serve,”’ and my motion
was voted down. .

That may have been, Mr. Speaker, for two reasons. It ma
have been because some members of the House imagined that
had suddenly sprung into being as a candidate for the Speaker-
ship, and that having already pledged themselves to the gentle-
man from Illinois, they did not, under the circumstances, feel
that they could do otherwise than support his motion. [Laugh-
ter.] I appreciate the honor so gracefully thrust upon me b¥ the
gentleman from Illinois, but beg to assure the members of the
House that I have no such aspirations. [La.ughber.}_m :

I feel sure, Mr. Speaker, that if the gentleman from Illinois
would consider this matter for a moment with the same calm,
judicial spirit which we are all of us so confident he will main-
tain when he occupies the chair of the Speaker; if he would con-
gider it in the same manly, generous manner that he does his

rivate relations, he would not advocate having once made a

rgain with a friend, and then having requ that friend to
spend more money and give him something better than the orig-
inal bargain called for, turn around and want to take away a
part of what he agreed originally to give him for what was being
given in return.

Now, Mr. Speaker, it may have been for another reason that
the motion I made was defeated. It may have been owing to cer-
tain inferences that could have been drawn from the remarks
made by two of the conferees, The distinguished gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. CaxNoON] asked this question:

Mr. Caxxox. Iask my friend’s judgment. If the House stands firm, if
this legislation is enac with the House amendment on it, will it become a
law and will it not be accepted gladly by the railroads? I want the gentle-
man’s judgment on it.

The chairman of the conferees on the part of the House an-
swered:

There is no question about that proposition.

One other of the conferees made this statement:

I undertake to say that in twenty minutes, yes, in five minutes, after this
message goes back to conference, if it shall %)o. we can get an eement, if
the House conferses shall be willing to do so, by which at least ,000 would
be saved, as against the proposition now e by & member of the District
Committee, my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. MORRELL].

Further on he says:

I think I may say I know that we can get an agreement forthwith on a
million and a quarter to each railroad. I say further that I think it is quite
likely that we can secure the adoption of the House proposition.

That statement may have misled some members of the House,
and certainly placed me in an awkward position. The distin-
guished chairman of the conferees on the part of the Senate made
this statement the following day on the floor of the Senate:

Mr, President, I want to make & single observation. The conferees on this
bill have agreed as to all matters ispute, except the one item of a pro-
. reduction on the part of the other House of the amount of money to be
contributed by the Government and the District of Columbia to these two
railroads. That matter is still in dispute.
I have supposed, Mr. President, that it was not the proper thing, in pre-
senting a conference report, to state the action of the.conferees when they
. were considering a matter of this kind, but inasmuch as ce: statements
were made on yesterday in another place, to the effect that if this matter went
back to conference there would be no difficulty in securing a recession
by the conferees on the part of the Senate, I desire to put myself on record
as saying that the conferees on the part of the Senate have never said any-
thing or suggested anything which would warrant that statement. The
matter goes back to conference with that point of t absolutely
open for further consideration.

Mr. Speaker, a statement was also made by a distinguished
menber of the District of Columbia Committee in regard to the
railroads being willing to accept the million dollars. The gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] in the course of his remarks
made this statement:

I want to say here and now that in my humble judgment the railroad com-
panies will be glad to accept the magnificent contribution that was made in
the bill as it passed the House.

The president of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company,
Mr. Loree, in a letter dated January 21, 1903, winds up with this
statement:

Fully convinced of the absolute justice of m){]pa&ltion, and because of my
responsibility to the company in accepting the Senate bill after sufficient
leﬁl_ﬂ.lntinn (which gave the company the §1,500,000) had been secured, I feel
obliged to urge either that the SBenate provision be restored or that the Balti-
more and Ohio be itted to p under the act of February 12, 1901,

Vsry res ally, L. P L0
. P, REE, President.

The president of the Pennsylvania Railroad Compan{,lin a let-
ter bearing the same date, was not quite so positive in his state-
ment. So I took %m.ma to address him a communication on that
point, and his reply was as follows, under date of February 17,
1903:

My DEAR Sir: In ly to your inquiry I beg to say that the 1vania
Railroad Compan mmbbes:gmﬁadtom t less than the §1,500,000
mpwpriabed in terminal bill as it passed the

w of the texpense that will be entailed upon our com
the change from our present altetotheip union station, that we are
entitled to the full amount, the reasons for which are fully set forth in my
letter to the chairmen of the conference committees of the Senate and House

under date of Jan 20 last.
Yours, very ¥y A. J. CASSATT, President.

Now, Mr. Speaker, we know the exact status of this conference
report. When this report was up before, I went very carefully |
into the reasons why this appropriation, which had n origi-
nally given and which had been voted for in the original bill by
the gentlemen who compose the conferees to-day, should not be
taken away.

I am of &e same opinion as I was when that conference report
came up the last time, and I think, moreover, that these two
railroad companies are possessed of an e%uity that can be en-
forced under the bills which were passed February 12, 1901, unless
a bill is passed embracing an amicable arrangement. I trust,
therefore, that when a vote shall be taken on my proposition to
recede, due consideration will be given to the question as to what
is just and fair. When we reach a vote, I shall call for the yeas
and nays. I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr, ]BABOOCK. Iyield to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr,
Mupp].

The SPEAKER. How much time?

Mr. BABCOCK. Five minutes.

Mr. MUDD. Mr, Speaker, it would be proper— ?

Mr. CANNON. Mr. ker, I must raise the question of
order. Icanmot hear the gentleman who is addressing the House.

Mr. MUDD. I can not hear myself.

Mr. CANNON. I ask that the House be in order.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has twice within the last few da
appealed to members to aid in maintaining order. He will -]
no more appeals of that kind, but will insist, whenever necessary,
that all business be suspended till the House is in order, and after
order has been restored business will be again suspended when-
ever necessary. Every member should appreciate the right of
every other member to hear what is going on in the way of busi-
ness before the House and should halg in securing that result.

Mr. MUDD. Mr. er, it would appear from the remarks
just made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MORRELL]
that my reputation as a prophet from his point of view has been
somewhat impaired. I am frank to say that on the 9th day of
this month, when this conference report was before the House
the last time, I gave utterance to a rather sanguine expression of
belief that the conferees would be able to agree at least nupon a
compromise proposition in case this matter was sent back to con-
ference." The gentleman from Pennsylvania has called the atten-
tion of the House fo the fact that on the next day, in another
body, and he has said it was in the Senate of the United States, a
statement was made, not intended, I apprehend, but which he
seems to think and some others seem to think may have been
properly construed, as a denial of the existence of any fact upon
which I had the right to base that expression of opinion.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania has felt himself called upon
to say that he thinks that perﬁﬂ.ps the House was somewhat mis-
led by that statement upon my . Because of that, Mr.
Speaker, in fairness to myself, and in frankness to this House, I
think it is due that I should say, as I do now say, that that ex-
pression of judgment made by me to this House was predicated on
a motion made and a roll call taken by the conferees, a memoran-
dum of which, made cotemporaneously with the vote, will be
found to-day in the committee room of the District of Columbia
of the United States Senate. So, Mr. Egeaker, if I was in error
in my prophecy; if it was not to be relied upon, it is because m
comparative inexperience in legislative ies led me to thi
that a vote of one day was a pretty fair index of what a vote
would be npon the same proposition on another day under condi-
tions that seemed to me to be unchanged.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr, Speaker— _

“'{he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland will be in
order. "

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand the gentleman from Mary-
land to say now that he was mistaken. .

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio will m?end. The
Chair must caution the gentleman from Maryland and other gen-
tlemen that it will not do to be referring to the proceedings of
the coordinate branch of Congress. i

Mr. GROSVENOR. What I desired to ask the gentleman was
this: If there was a vote taken to concur or agree, why was not
the report made on that vote?

te, as we consider, in

y in making
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Mr. MUDD. If I may be allowed to answer that I will say
that the House conferees at that time conceived that were
practically acting under instructions, because of the vote, unan-
imous as we understood it, of the House up to that time on the
proposition of what contribution the Government should make to
these two railroads.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I understand and appreciate the admonition
of the Chair., I havenot desired tostate anything that took place
in conference, and I have not made a very statement or a too
specific statement as it is. I have gone about as far as I appre-
hend Iean go. I could not have said less in justice to myself
under the circumstances. I do not wish to be misunderstood,
and I do not intend to be misrepresented. I would not have
stated that much in reference to the proceedings of the conference
* but for the remarks made by the gentleman Pennsylvania
{Mr. MogrEgLL], which I do not mm{flmn of, however, provided

have the opportunity to answer and explain my own fbosition.
I merely want to put myself right before this House. 1 did not
undertake to mislead the House. I stated what I had a right to
gay and a right to believe at the time I made the statement, and
when a declaration is made in another body and quoted here,
which gentlemen here and elsewhere might consider asa denial of
the existence of the facts n which my judgment was based, I
think the House will be inclined to indulge me in saying as much
as I have said this morning, notwithstanding the custom or cour-
tesy of silence as to the proceedings before comunittees in ordinary
cases.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. CowHERD].

The SPEAKER. How much time?

Mr. BABCOCK. I think the gentleman desires ten minutes.

' The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized
for ten minutes.

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I was somewhat interested in
the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mor-
RELL], and especially in that portion of the gentleman’s state-
ment where he read a letter from the president of the Pennsyl-
vania Railroad Company saying that they would not be satisfied
with the million-do contribution. He should have added,
provided, of course, they could get a million and a half. Idonot
suppose there is anybody in the world receiving a gift, charitable
or otherwise, of a million dollars who would be satisfied if a mil-
lion and a half was suspended before him and he was told he
could get the million and a half if he did not accept the million.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit again to this House that the his-
tory of legislation, both national, State, and municipal, can be
searched from the beginning of history to this time, and you can
not find anywhere where any city has been as liberal to great
railroads entering its borders as we propose to be to these two
railroads in the pending bill as it passed the House. And I want
to call the attention of this House again to some figures sub-
mitted when this matter was last before us; and I do it because a
gentleman representing one of these railroad companies has sent
out this morning a lefter, which I sup all the members re-
ceived, criticising and challenging the I then gaye.

I said then that we had given to these two railroad com es,in
addition to the $£2,000,000 in money, in addition to the §1,770,000
we propose to expend in Putﬁng a magnificent plaza before their
depot and maintaining it forever, in addition to the $1,000,000
we propose to expend in building a new bridge in order to relieve
the %’ennaylvanja Railroad Company from the obligations that it
assumed when we gaveit a bridge before (an obligation to main-
tain it forever as a highway bridge), in addition to all this, I said,
we gave them here in public spaces and streets, free, the termi-
nals for their entire system, excepting what the Baltimore and
Ohio buys for its freight yards in Eckington, and I made the state-
ment then that we gave to the Baltimore and Ohio, in land be-
longing to the public, $1,464,286, and to the Pe lvania,
$1,792,498. Now, those figures have been challenged, and I pro-

to Jmt. in the RECORD a letter over the signature of Maj.
Sohn Biddle, Engineer Commissioner of the District of Columbia,
in which he states that those figures are correct:
OFFICE OF THE ENGINEER COMMISSIONER

OF THE DISTRICT oF COLUMBIA,
Washington, February

Hon. WILLIAM 8. COWHERD, g

House of Representatives.

DeAR Sir: In response to your oral request to Capt. H. C. Newecomer,

of En, assistant to the Engineer Commissioner, I have the honor

ou that the estimate made by this office of the value of public
upled by the Baltimore and Ohio and Baltimore and Potomac

railroad companies, and also the amount whieh will be occupied by them an-

der the bill now g providing for a union station, is as follows:
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company:
%’rglont tion.a ............................................. IW.%
¥ ocew r ) o1 SRS RS e AR g, T R
Balti x?:m mﬂp;om ﬁnm%mplnr

Dot OB IO e e e e
Total occupation under pending bill - 1,792, 488

Details of these are found in the report of hearings of the House
Committee on the of Columbia on June 14, 1 on Senate bill 4825,
page 66. The occupation under the pending bill is obtained by adding to the
present occupation the additional land that is occupied by the railroad com-
panies and subtracting therefrom such land as is res to public use.

°  Very respectfully,

Major, Corps of Engineers, Onited States 4tm
s Cobesianioss, DAL 0 oo

It will be noted that in making this computation the Commis-
sioners took the fotal value of the land belonging to the public, .
mind you, that the railroads now occupy. ey added to that
the value of the land that is given in addition in this bill, and
they subtracted from it every foot of public space that the rail-
roads surrender up. I want you to remember that this
§2,000,000 gift is a small part of the contribution we are making.
We are making a gift of not only §2,000,000 in money, but we are

ing a gift of $3,256,778 in land. We are making a gift of
$1.770, in expenses to be borne by the Government and the
District, and a gift of $1,000,000 more in the building of a new
bridge. Our total contribution to the elevation of these two
tracks is over $8,000,000 in money and in land and expenses that
the Government and the District are to bear. I challenge you to
find anywhere in any town council similar generosity to any fa-
vored railroad.

Gentlemen refer to the one city of Philadelphia, where they sa;
the contribution was 50 per cent of the cost of the elevation. {
want to say here, and I say it in all kindness, that every man
knows if he were going to take a model for municipal govern-
ment the last city on earth he would take would be the city of
Philadelphia. I hold here the report made at the meeting of the
railroad commissioners of all the States, held in Sam Francisco,
Cal., in 1901, and I state that according to that report 35 per
cent is the average cost of the contribution where municipal-
ities and States give anythini, and in most of the States and
cities they give nothing; but here, as I showed on the last oc-
casion when this matter was np for debate, the total expense
to the railroads, excepting the cost of the statiom, is only
$7,000,000, when you count out our contribution in cash under
the House bill; and our expenses $8,000,000. So we pay not 50
per cent, but more than 50 per cent, of the total cost, tunnel and
all. when you take out the cost of the depot.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say in frankness to this House
that I do not blame the gentlemen from the great State of Penn-
s&m’ for their attempt to get all they can for the benefit of
that great road which runs ugh their State. I have been
told, and I believe it be true, that that road is looked upon so
highly in that State, as so intimately associated with the govern-
ment and control of the State, that the citizens feel that anything
which is given to the road is given to the State, and we all know
that our States are willing to forgive us for any raid on the
Treasury if the result of it comes home; but I want to call the at-
tention of the men on this floor from the other 44 States of the
Union to this fact, I want to say to you to-day that if you give
this extra million, then §750,000 of it is going to come out of the
pockets of your people. Not only that, but of the three millions
to be given if this motion carries I want you to remember that
out the pockets of your constituents youn are voting §2,225,000 into
the coffers of these great railroads.

I say here and now, there is not a man on this floor, if he were
at home sitting as a member of the municipal council in his own
city, who would dare to go on record with such a vote, and I want
to say further that while the matters which occur here in the.
District of Columbia frequently receive little attention at home
yet the time is coming when the question of the appropriation of
the people’s money is going to be inquired into; and when you
go on record voting two and a quarter millions of dollars of your

e’s money—not the money of these citizens in the District,

t the money raised by taxes from your constituents—you had
best remember that you will have that record to meet in the next
campaign, and no man can explain it here or elsewhere. That is
the situation as to this bill. The House has been munificent.
We have given these gentlemen all they ask, except the extra
million dollars. We have put the location where they want it,

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired,

Mr. COWHERD. I ask for two minutes more.

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield two minutes more.

Mr. COWHERD. Weput the location just where these people
want it, took it away from where the House wished to place it,
because we wanted to save $1,600,000 to the people and the Dis-
trict. We have increased the cost to the Government and the
District more than a million and a half of dollars, and we think
it right the railroads should bear some portion of that. I want
to say here and now that I believe this matter could be solved
and solved easily if this House would pass a bill providing that
the Pe: 1v: Railroad Company should remove its tracks
and depot from the Mall. Then there would be no further trouble
about accepting this,
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There is one further fact that I wish to bring to the atten- | But npon the inception of the consideration of that suggestion by
tion of the House. In this letter sent out by one of the attorneys | Congress and public we find what? We find the Pennsyl-

for the railroad company, he says the use of the public streets
now occupied by the Baltimore and Ohio from the present day to
1910 for the operation of this railroad—and the value of these
streets as they stand to-day, mind you, is only one-third of what
we are giving them in the pending bill—he asserts that the use
of these streets to 1910 is worth to that railroad $011,234.
‘What, then, will be the value of three times that much land, to
be used, not for seven years but to be used for ever and ever, as
long as this Government stands? And yet, that enormous con-
tribu‘tio]n they insist should not be considered at all. [Loud ap-
use.

Mr. MorreLL and Mr. PEARRE rose.

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin has the floor.
Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania?

Mr. MORRELL. I desire to be recognized in my own time.

Mr. BABCOCE. The gentleman stated he wanted to make a
gtatement. I will yield to him to make a statement.

Mr. MORRELL. I would like to claim my own time on my

motion.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin has the floor.
He spoke and reserved the balance of his time. The gentleman
made a preferential motion.

Mr. MORRELL. I requested to reserve the balance of my

e.
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman did, the Chair did not un-

d him,

Mr. MORRELL. That is what I said.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin wish to
let the gentleman from Pennsylvania in now?

Mr. lgABCOCK. Yes, sir.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania,

Mr. MORRELIL. Mr. Speaker, in answer to a remark which
was made in regard to my native city, I would like to ask the
gentleman from Missouri if he ever heard of the city of St. Louis
and the character of the municipal government there? ngh-
ter on the Republican side.] And also if he had ever heard of
the amount of money that had been contributed by this bedy to
the Louisiana Purchase Commission?

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman permit me to answer
his question?

Mr. MORRELL. Yes.

Mr. COWHERD. I have heard of the city of St. Louis. The
city of St. Louis, when its magnificent union station was built,
which, I am told, is the finest in the country if not in the world,
never contributed a cent; and more than t, some of the rail-
roads have elevated their tracks at their own expense. However
corrupt their council has been, they never dared go that far in
voting the people’s money. [Loud applause.

Mr. MORRELL. I yield ten minutes to
Maryland [Mr. P}umm%.

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, if it were in order, I shounld cer-
tainly move at this juncture of the proceedings of the House to
acquit my colleagne [Mr. Mupp] upon his own statement. I
sghould alsomove a vote of thanks to gentleman from Missouri
for the excellent and impassioned political speech which he has
Estseenﬁttomakeu n the occasion of the consideration of this

11. Idonotsee, Mr. Speaker, why it is necessary in the considera-
tion of this business proposition to tear a passion inte tattersin the
House of Representatives. and by gymnastic gesticulations and
bloody faces to try to frighten each other into acceptance of the
respective views which we entertain. The gentleman hasa reputa-
tion as an earnest economist—I refer to the gentleman from Mis-
souri—and I have no doubt that the gentleman’s speech on this
occasion and the speech that the gentleman made upon the consid-
erationof a Ereviowa report of disagreement of this conference will
not only add to that reputation for economy, but that perhaps it
will commend him to the favor of other gentlemen of the House of
Representatives whose duty it is to prevent looting the public
Treasury, and who perform that duty to the sagstn.chm of
Congress and the people of the United States.

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us take a cursory review of this legisla-
tion and try to ascertain in a calm, dispassionate, business dis-
cussion of this matter just exactly how it stands, For a la
number of years there was some talk and discussion—much ta
and discussion—in regard to the elimination of
the city of Wa.shmﬁl;. The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad and
the Pennsylvania Railroad in Washington were not the agita-
tors; they were not the movers and agitators of that subject.
The suggestors of that proposition were the committees of -

s in the House and in the Senate and the Commissioners of

e District of Columbia. That suggestion was a wise one, be-
cause it had as its purpose and its projective result the protection
and safety of the lives of the citizens of the District of Columbia.

gentleman from

® crossings in |-

vania Railroad located upon the Mall, with certain rightgy which
it has secured from the common council, then the municipal gov-
ernment, of the city of Washington, approved by two acts of Con-
gress. We found the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad occupying a
central location both for freight and pa.sf:sfer depots with all its
crossings at grade. They had certain -defined rights. The
grant to the Pennsylvania Railroad, the easement that it pos-
sessed, was an easement in perpetunity. The grant to the Balti-
more and Ohio was limited to the year 1910.

As this matter continues to be discussed an agreement is finally
reached between the railroad companies on the one hand and the
District Commissioners on the other, and the ve Com-
mittees on the District of Columbia of the House of Representa-
tives and the United States Senate. That agreement is embodied
in a bill. The railroad companies in all probability could have
delayed and postponed and perhaps have defeated any such
measure if they had seen fit to make the effort. Fortunately the
parties , and that agreement was embodied in the two bills
1130 rieg to the two railroads which constituted the legislation of

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker—

Mr. PEARRE. I did not interrupt the gentleman from Mis-
souri, and the gentleman can see that my time is very limited.
yiaTl](;& SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland declines to

Mr. PEARRE. That agreement was embodied in the legisla-
tion of 1801. That legislation provided what? It provided for
the contribution to the two railroads of one million and a half
dollars in value of real estate to the Pennsylvania Railroad and
a million and a half dollars in money to the Baltimore and Ohio
Railroad, not ao;z? in consideration of the elimination of the
grade crossings the cost to be charged directly to that, but
positively enacted that they should have other considerations
which were named in the bill itself for which the District chair-
man of the Committee on the District of Columbia of the House
voted and led the fight for its adoption.

Mr(g?BOOCK. . Will the gentleman from Maryland permit a
questi

Mr. PEARRE. If the gentleman chooses to ocoupy my time.

Mr. BABCOCK. Iwillyield to the gentleman all the time that

I occnlj);r

Mr. PEARRE. - I yield. -

Mr. BABCOCK. Idonot think the gentleman wants to mis-
lead the House and to place the committee in a false position.
The estimates and figures upon which this contribution was
based was made by the Commissioners and the engineers of the
two railroads, and related solely to the elevation and elimination
of the grade crossings. They are on file in the committee room,
and numerous reports showing this to be the fact and that noth-
ing was considered e: the elimination of the grade erossings.

. PEARRE. I will come to that, Mr. Speaker, but I will

now read from the existing law the act which was approved
February 12, 1901, which states the terms of the law, not in
terms of the Commissioners’ estimate, but in the terms of the
law, the considerations upon which this contribution was made.

In consideration of the surrender by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com-
pany, under the re(;utraments of this act, of its rights under the several acts
of Congress heretofore passed, and under its several contracts with the mu-
uicipa.lg;uthoriﬁm of the city of Washington authorized by said acts of Con-
gress, and in consideration of the la: expenditures required for the con-
struction of the new uct, and conmecting railroads, as required
b}v this nct, to avoid all grade crossings of streetsand avenues within the city
of Washin ; and, further, in consideration of the grant and conveyance
States of the lands included within the limits of the roadway
and right of way of the W: Branch Railroad, which can be used for
a street or avenue for the public benefit, the sum of $1.500,000, to be paid to
said railroad company toward the cost of the construction of said elevated
terminals, viaduct, and structures within the city of Washington, shall be,
and is her&'b ﬁa wdﬂgtt:dtéamtﬁ to 'g;pnid out of a.né m:;.ll:llay liih"-thtg
Treas: @ Um o erw. a
mmﬁrgutdthemvenmdthenhtﬂctotﬁurgxwd‘ s

Now, that language ‘‘ verbatim et seriatim * is contained in the
bill now under consideration, and I asseverate without fear of
successful contradiction that that includes in the statement——

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Maryland
has expired.

Mr. MORRELL. How much time have I remaining, Mr.

Speaker?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has thirty-seven minutes.

Mr. MORRELL. Iyield to the gentleman from Maryland five
minutes more.

Mr. PEARRE. The bill under consideration contains that
same statement of consideration. I wonld say in further reply
to the chairman of the committes that not only
does the bill itself specify other considerations for the contribu-
tion of $1,500,000, but the reports of both Senate and House com-
mittees upon this subject in 1800 recognize other considerations
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for its payment than the mere one-half of the cost chargeable
strictly to the elevation of the tracks.

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia, in their report
dated February 27, 1900, on Senate bill No. 2329, in the first session
of the Fifty-sixth Congress, to eliminate grade crossings, ete., say:

%{’-“‘id the ggnm whiclt:tew'm be derived b mige citty and t.'g.e

(=141 an 8 T Jualii] cu.]".l‘a(‘l
Ee elggganytgsnwmld or ccl:ugd be 'l'::t?.’ler&d E ig stoudt%ponnita str}ctlg
legal rights under the terms of the contract above referred to, and consider-
ing also that railways in other cities of the country have been aided by the
city or State, or both, in the work of abolishing grade crossings, the Comnris-
sioners feel that the request of the company is equitable and not immoderate.

The Senate committee in its report, made by Senator McMil-
lan, upon the pending bill, and dated April 8, 1900, says:

The g;'o]gmiﬂ.un now is that the United States shall buy, at a fair valua-
tion, th nd on which the railroad company has been paying taxes for

years, and that the railroad shall use the money so received &sa por-
tion of the expense of building a tunnel and making connection with the pro-
posed union station.

This statement does not recognize the cost strictly chargeable
to the elimination of grade crossings as part of the consideration
for the contribution of $1,500,000 proposed in the pending bill,
upon which Senator McMillan was making his report. e dis-
tingunished chairman will therefore see that both the bill in its
terms and the two committees of the House and Senate recog-
nized other considerations for this contribution than those for
which he contends.

Now, Mr. 8 er, let us see what Congress said to the railroad
companies and what the railroad companies have replied. Con-

said in 1901, ¢ You must eliminate these grade crossings.”
e railroad companies said, ** There has been much disagreement
between us. We have come to an agreement and conclusion
with the District Commissioners; and while we do not need it,
while we do not want it, while it will cost much more money
than what we might need to expend, if left to ourselves, in con-
sideration of the request of the Commissioners, considering the
benefit it will be to the public and the citizens of the District, we
will incur theadditional expense.” *‘But,’’ said the Congress of the
United States to the Pennsylvania Railroad, *‘ you must build a
new bridge, and over that new bridge you must permit other rail-
roads to enter into the cvgs_z of Washington, and you must main-
tain it for all time.” y? The District of Columbia would
have been compelled to build not only a new passenger bridge,
but a new vehicular bridge, because it was stated in the report of
the Commissioners that a new bridge was essential to save a cer-
tain portion of Washingto
the breaking up of the ice in the sgllzng
And therefore, Mr. Speaker, that ought not to be charged
against the Pennsylvania Railroad. In addition to that, it says

ou must take down the Fish Commission bmldmg and reerect
t, at a cost of $40,000, That was a proposition under the bill of
1901. It said to the Baltimore and Ohio Rai : ““You must
give up certain advan us locations here.”” What did it say
to the Pennsylvania Rai Did it say, ‘“You must build a sta-
tion, at the cost of $1,500,000, that will enable you to properly care
for the passenger traffic which you have?’”’? Oh,no. Itmighthave
been done for $1,000,000, or for $700,000 or %00000% Con-
gress of the United Statessaid: ** You must expend a millionand a
half of dollars for an ornamental station.” The Pennsylvania
Railroad Com yamthat. ‘What did Congress say to the
Baltimore and Ohio Rai ? It said: ** You must elevate your
station.” .

The bill did not require that any particular amount of money
should be expended upon the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad sta-
tion, but it said, ** You must elevate your roads according to plans
and details which have been prepared by the District Commis-
sioners.” That was agreed to on both sides, not on the request
of the company, but very much to its detriment. Under that
legislation the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company has the
right, npon the elevation of its station, without putting more
money into the railroad-station building itself than it sees fit to
do, to receive from the Treasury of the United States Government
$1,500,000. That is the solemn pledge of this Government; that
is the deliberate decision and legislation of this House, concurred
in by about two-thirds majority.

Our friends on the other side, particularly the gentleman from
Missouri, have based their opposition to that legislation upon their
desire—I am speaking particularly of the gentleman from Mis-
souri—for a building which would comply with the requirements
of msthetic taste—which would tend to the beautification of the
city of Washington. ** Donot destroy the Mall; the Mallis sacred;
it was the pet of George Washington; do not lay fl;:;ofana hands
upon it.”” That was the cry of the gentleman from Missouri.
And during that discussion he almost yielded to the suggestion
that he would be willing to give the Pennsylvania Railroad Com-

any $2,000,000 rather than have them occupy any pdrt of the
alg. or in consideration of their leaving the Mall entirely.

Now, ilr, Speaker, this is a hurried synopsis of the legislation

n from damage by flood by reason of | if Wi

s%med February 12, 1901, with regard to the two railroads in
relation to the elimination of grade crossings. Upon the approval
of this legislation these two companies doubtless began to make
their financial arangements to carry out the project embodied in
such legislation. e total cost of carrying out this project of
the Commissioners of the District and the Congress of %a United
States was, according to the estimates, to be §9,992,064, the Balti-
more and Ohio Railroad Company being chargeable with $5,995,-
408 and the Philadelphia, Baltimore and Washington Railroad
Company to be chargeable with §4,392,656.

Under the terms of the act the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad
Company was to convey by deed in fee to the Government of the
United States the line of its present Washington Branch within
the District of Columbia, which is 66 feet wide and 14 mileslong,
and which, according to the estimated value of the pro rgéil
worth $531,284. In addition to this it was to release to '&ea V-
ernment, by removing its tracks therefrom, the present line of
its Metropolitan Branch, from I street to the boundary, and this
is the law to-day. The company is also to remove the tracks
gom I}Iew York avenue and First street east on the Metropolitan

ranch.

Everybody was supposed to be satisfied, and this long contro-
verted question of the elimination of grade crossings was sup-
posed to have been happily settled, But the Commissioners of
the District, the park commission (charged with the beautifica-
tion of the city), and the Senate Committee on the District of
Columbia were not satisfied with this arrangement, for two rea-
sons. First, because that legislation contemplated the enlarged
and permanent occupation of the Mall by the Pennsylvania Rail-
r?aag Company; and, second, because it did not provide a union
station.

In the first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress, about a year
after the approval of the legislation of February 12, 1901, Senator
MecMillan, since deceased, and always intelligently devoted to the
best interests of the District, redporbed the present bill from his
committee, and in his report said:

This proposition does not come from the railroads. They are satisfled

1 resent station. ‘When the question of the improvement of the
District of Columbia was taken up, the removal of the railroad tracks was
considered absolutely essential. Mall was laid out to form the great a;
proach to the Capitol, and it is im ible to conceive any adequate tmg:
ment of the eapitol park system without freeing the Mall me%:e railroad
prcaidant of £he PeIneyIvATS Ralroal. ho Seaiet: R Do etore B
gidemtion, thm%s wtgihlgs]fe ehid dlaot desire atnyr c . y {gi‘.- h;l-:r:hw f‘l?:t

n AV
Of that, wand ‘tho Eallrcad Suues Tae vs. ths Aiall, £adl he woa willioe: o e
any adjustment that would be fair to the stockholders whose interests

resented.
rom the standpoint of economical railroad management the pro
union station has little to recommend it. The terminal are ?mreasedm
from about 40 cents to about §1.20 per passenger car, and there would be no
corresponding increase in passengers. The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad
Company, which does a comparatively small passenger claims that
it would much better off b%lkeep ng to the C street site provided for in
egislation, especially as the contemplated chan

e e e R s
give u resent ex ve wall-
and purchase city lockg in Eckington.

Here, then, wasa new proposition presented to the railroad com-
panies, after their officers had the right to believe that the ques-
tion of the elimination of the grade crossings in the city of Wash-
ington had been settled. In this new proposition what did the
Congress of the United States (through its committees) and the
District of Columbia (throngh the Commissioners) say to these
two railroad companies? They said: ‘‘ It is true we secured the
passage of the legislation in 1901 upon agreement with you. You
accepted it in good part and had good reason to believe that that
was the end of the matter. The new prol)oasition embodied in the
pi;ndi]ljlgtt_)ill does not l:;\.ny n;orttalfffectual ¥y gl:ib.lgnate gradﬁ CTO8s-

gs, but is snggested by us for the purpose o utifying the city,
by relieving the Mall of all railroad tracks and stations, and se-
cures aunion depot in which all railroads coming into the city will
center.” Therailroad cor;l’panies naturally replied: ** We thought
this matter was settled. Your project is an excellent one for the
beautification of the city, but gives us no ;Imrticular advantage that
we can see.”’ This is doubtless true. It does not increase the
directness of the Pennsylvania Railroad’s southern connection,
because all the Southern railroads that come into Washington
terminate in the station of the Pennsylvania Railroad on Sixth
street, under contract with and practically under the control of the
Pennsylvania Railroad. Itdoesnotshortenthe Pennsylvania Rail-
road’s connection for New York and the North for any of its freight
business, because under the pending bill passenger trains onl
are permitted to run through the tunnel provided for in this bill,
except in case of emergency defined in this bill. The Baltimore
and Ohio Railroad Company does a comparatively small passen-
ger business and has no considerable freight traffic with the South
becanse the Pennsylvania Railroad controls that sitnation.

The only advantage that either railroad would receive th h
this legislation over what had already been secured to them by the
legislation of 1901, is the shortening of the time for passenger trains
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of the Pennsylvania Railroad between Washington and New York
by about ten minutes. This bill increases the total cost of the
project of the elimination of grade crossings, according to the es-
timates, to at least $15,450,487, distributable as follows: £5,883,550
payable by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, $7,966,926
payable by the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, and $1,600,000

yable by the District for grading, purchase of property, and
E:mages in constructing a magnificent plaza park, not for the
benefit of the railroad companies nor to meet the reasonable re-
quirements of public trafiic, but for the beautification of the
city. This includes a $4,000,000 station house and f{rain sheds,
the cost of which is fixed at that figure in the bill, the whole of
which is to be borne by the companies in equal proportions, and
1,649,050, the cost of the tunnel required by this new plan, which
is to be borne in the same way. The whole difference between
the cost of the project embodied in the legislation of 1901 and
that required under the pending bill would be, according to the
estimates, $5,458,423, all of which, except the plaza improvement
of $1,600,000, is to be borne by the two rai]roag companies, some-
thing like $2,000,000 of the additional expenses being borne by the
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad and nearly $3,500,000 being borne
by the Pennsylvania Railroad.

The distinguished chairman of the District Committee [Mr.
Bagcock] argues that in the division of costs the cost of the tun-
nel, the increase of the cost of the terminal building, the line to
Magruder for the Pennsylvania Railroad, and the cost of coach
yards must be eliminated, and that these items must be charged
as betterments to the railroad companies, not being, as he says,
connected in any way with the elimination of the grade crossings.

‘Why the Congress of the United States in carrying out a proj-
ect for the beautification of the city, not at the request of the
railroad companies nor for the benefit of the public, but in con-
travention of its solemn enactments of 1901, should compel these
companies to meet an additional expense of over $5,000,000 is hard
to conceive; as it is equally difficult to understand why a $4,000,000
station—which before being completed will come near costin
$5,000,000, as Senator McMillan says in his report—and a tunne:
costing $1,649,000 should be charged against these companies as
betterments.

‘We must not lose sight of the fact that the original motive of
all legislation upon this subject was to protect the lives of the
citizens of the District by elimninating grade crossings. - The legis-
lation of 1901 required tﬁe railroads to do this, and certainly not
in a niggardly way. requiring, as it did, the Pennsylvania Rail-
road to expend §1,500,000 for an ornamental station at the Mall.

If the Congress of the United States simply desires to accom-
plish this original purpose it is only fair that, when the com-
panies carry out, in a way prescribed by law, under plans agreed
upon by the Commissioners of the District and the railroad
companies, proper plans for the elimination of grade crossings,
they should have the right to exercise their own discretion and
judgment as to the character and cost of their terminal-station
ilmilding. If they were permitted to do this, they could certainly
meet the needs of public traffic amply withont erecting a
§4,000,000 union station and constructing a tunnel at a cost of
more than §1,600,000. Why compel them to do this and then re-
duce the amount of the contribution? What right has Congress
to take the property of these companies without consideration or
proper compensation, as it will do by compelling them to make
this tunnel and erect this $4,000,000 station? I assert, as a mat-
ter of law, that Congress can not do it without the consent of the
companies. .

The legislation of 1901 went beyond what was necessary to
secure the elimination of grade crossing, by requiring the Penn-
sylvania Railroad to erect a monumental station, at a cost of
$1.500,000, in order to relieve the streets and other portions of the
Mall occupied under that legislation by the station and terminals
of that company. The portion of that legislation giving the
Pennsylvania Railroad the use of about 14 acres of the Mall is to
be repealed by the pending bill, and the pretended necessity or
reason for imposing this great cost for a station npon the Penn-
sylvania Railroad disappears. Indeed, Mr. Speaker, this whole
project of tunnel and union station is a financial obligation im-
posed upon these companies by Congress aimtgly because it has
the power to do it. e companies, through their officers, in en-
deavoring to meet the views of the Commissioners, the Park
Commission, and the Senate and House committees, have shown
a commendable spirit in acquiescing in these costly designs, with
an additional burden of over $5,000,000, and the reason for the
reduction of the $3,000,000 allowed to these two companies in
equal proportions by the legislation of 1901 does not in any just
sense appear. If this House should insist uﬁmn its disagreement
with the Senate, and the Senate should finally yield, it would ap-
pe:ar tlc: aﬁfair-minded man something like the story of the spider
and the fly.

The legislation of 1901 was a completed fact and the matter

considered closed. The Senate committee, the Park Commission,
and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, after giving
absolute assurance to these two companies that there should be
no disturbance of the amount of the Government’s contribution
of land and money to the two companies, ask them to consent to
the reopening of this matter and the enlargement of the project
in cost and character; and after these roads under this assurance
agree, every gentleman who wants to make a factitious reputation
for economy plunges in to break the agreement of

(made in the legislation of 1901) and violate the assurance of the
bodies I have just referred to by cutting down the contribution
of the two roads. Such a proposition violates the faith of the
House and contains no suggestion of justice.

It is contended by the distingunished chairman of the committee
that the lowering of the grade of the viaduct within the city by
10 feet, and the shortening of the terminal construction by rea-
son of its location at Massachusetts avenue instead of C street
(about two blocks) under the pending bill, will reduce the cost
of construction to these companies. This is true, but this reduc-
tion is compensated for by the deeper cut required through the
high land north of Florida avenue and the greater amount of ex-
cavation, increased slopes, and protection to accommodate the
ggciz_p%r('m cut, which, according to reliable estimates, will be over

5,000,

Moreover, the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company loses the
great advantage of a central location of its freight depots within
the city, at the junction of Delaware avenue and H street. It is
estimated by the officers of that com;l:any that the surrender of
this location (provided for under the legislation of 1901) and the
removal of their freight station to Eckington (some distance out-
side of the city) will amount to $100,000 a year, at least, which
is the interest at 4 per cent on §2,500,000. These officers claim
that the books of the company show that the item of the shipment
of beef and raw meats alone amounts to $400 a day to the com-

any.

. ith the removal of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com-
pany’s freight station to Eckington and the retention by the
Pennsylvania Railroad of its freight terminals in the city, the
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company will lose this ¢ en-
tirely, because it can not compete with the Pennsylvania Rail-
road in these shipments, for the reason that all fresh or Western
meats will be shipped to the station nearest the points of delivery
in the city, to prevent the deterioration of these meats in the
transfer from refrigerated cars,in nonrefrigerated wagons, to the
refrigerators at the various points of delivery. Moreover, it is
claimed, with much show of reason, by the officers of the Balti-
more and Ohio Railroad Company that their surrender, under the
legislation of 1901 and this bill, of their right to remain at grade
until 1910 would amount to about $941,000, being the interest at
4 per cent for four years on $5,883,550, the total cost of construc-
tion chargeable against the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad.

This is based upon the statement that the construction will be
completed within three years, but that the cost thereof will not
be incurred and completely paid for within three years, but fixing
1905 as the time at which the interest should begin, and allowin
one year for removal, the interest would amount to the figure
have given. The tleman from Missouri was, in 1901, es
cially desirous of the removal of tracks from the Mall. In LK
bill his desire is carried out, and that of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee [Mr. Smus].

Mr. SiMs rose.

Mr. PEARRE. I have not time to yield.

Mr. SIMS. You are now going back on what you voted for
yourself.

Mr. PEARRE.
time.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maryland yield?

Mr. PEARRE. No, sir.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Maryland

has exg}red.

Mr. MORRELL. I yield to the gentleman from Maryland
seven minutes more.

Mr. PEARBE. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman desired es-
pecially that the Mall should be relieved, that we might have an
unbroken prospect from the Capitol of the United States to the
Monoment——

Mr. Sius rose.

Mr. PEARRE. I have already said that I decline to yield.

Mr, SIMS., But now you have additional time.
toT}'ng‘PEAKER' The gentleman from Maryland has declined

Yield. $

Mr. PEARRE. The gentleman will have time of his own in
which to reply to anything I may say.

Now, Mr. Speaker, the whole opposition of gentlemen to the
measure then before the House was based upon their demand for
an unbroken prospect from the Capitol of the United States to

The gentleman will have to respond in hisown
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%j: ]{[ﬁ%mmant, and thence to the White House. They have it by.

Mr. COWHERD, Mr. Speaker—— _

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cow-
HERD] is out gf order. The gentleman from Maryland has de-
clined to yield.

Mr. COWHERD. I appeal to the gentleman that he shall not
misstate the facts about me in this matter and then decline to
yield for a correction.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland hasonce given
notice that he declines to yield. Does he now yield to the gen-
tleman from Missouri?

Mr. PEARRE. I decline to yield. The gentleman will have
an opportunity to reply; and I call his attention to the fact that
I have made no misstatement of fact.

Mr. COWHERD. Then why not permit me to make a cor-

rection?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is out of order.

Mr. PEARRE. I said t the gentleman’s chief objection to
the bill under consideration heretofore was the occupation of the
Mall. Does he deny it? He does not. Further than that I
charge and asseverate that the gentleman almost agreed—those
were my terms—was almost ed to agree to the su ion
that he would be willing that that company should have $2,000,-
000 if it would get off the Mall entirely, and I could produce the
REcorD to that effect.

Mr. COWHERD. I agree to that now.

Mr. PEARRE. Then the very ground for the gentleman’s op-

ition, it seems to me, has disappeared, except this figmentary,
tary, and fictitious estimate of his with regard to the ex-
se which the District of Columbia and the Government will
ve to bear. Why, sir, the mathematics of the gentleman are
beautiful to sustain his own argument. But they will not accord,
I respectfully submit, with reason and logic. He charges, for-
sooth, $1,464,280 as a gift of land to the Baltimore and Ohio Rail-
road Companﬂ; I ask the gentleman to find any such provision
in the bill. t him call the attention of the House to any clause
in that bill which makes any gift of anything to the Baltimore
and Ohio Railroad, or any other railroad, outside the contribu-
tion they make. The gentleman can not do it.

Much stress has been laid by the gentleman in his estimate
upon the alleged contribution by the Government to the Balti-
more and Ohio Railroad of streef space. He contends that over
$1,400,000 of 1and is contributed to the Baltimore and Ohio Rail-
road Company by the Government in this way. Inregard to this
matter the Commissioners of the District, in their report, dated
February 6, 1900, on the legislation of 1001, say: ‘ In the above
statement the portions of streets abandoned to the uses of the
railway company are not ¢ against the company, for the
reason that public traffic will not be interferred with by such
closure, there being no traffic over the portions closed excepting
in cﬁnnect&ion mﬂ; th;i;is i " a:t;}h oéa conrsa[i esala:lglathlinea of
ingress and egress for purpose provi vy the com-
pany. If would be an expense to the public to keep them open
without any corresponding advantage, and it is believed that the
company should be required to maintain and care for them at its
own e .|’ L

There is no gift. There is an easement given, the right to use
streets; and upon that right both these companies will have fo
pay largely increased taxation, The taxable value of the Balti-
more and Ohio property at its station at present is about $80,000.
What will it be under this new legislation? Ifs share of the in-
creased assessment upon the terminals and the station is certainly
$2,000,000; and the bill provides in broad, comprehensive terms,
applicable to both roads, that the improvements on this land shall
be subject to taxation, only excusing them from additional charges
by reason of the elevated structures, terminals, bridges, eto., such
as is customary in all the States in legislation of this kind.
Therefore there is no gift of land to the Baltimore and Ohio Rail-
road. There is a gift of the user of land, and they have fo pay
taxes upon that gift of user, and that user or easement is revoca-
ble, because the bill provides in terms that Congress reserves the
right to amend or repeal this legislation. ;

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is a million in money charged. That
is true. There is $996,000 for the long passenger bridge. If you
will look through the documents connected with this matter, you
will find that there are recommendations here from officers of the
Government to the effect that it would be necessary to have a
new bridge there anyhow. That bridge was given to the Penn-
sylvania Railroad Company in 1871, when the citizens of Wash-
ington wanted to induce the Pennsylvania Railroad Company to
come into the District of Columbia. A charge was imposed upon
that gift to the effect that the railroad company must maintain it
in good order, not only for railroad purposes, but for passenger
and vehicular m‘ipasea between the Virginia and the Maryland
shores. That En ge will have to be built whether this legislation
passes or not. Everybody knows that,

‘We have to have a new bridge there whether it be a ger
or a railroad bridge; but this e is made against fia Penn-
sylvania Railroad Company, and the Pennsylvania Railroad Com-

pany has to build amagnificent bridge of its own. Ifhas to build
that bridge according to the terms of this bill. See what the bill
says—the legislation to which gentlemen of the House have given
their unqualified apgvnl by a two-thirds majority: * Inasmuch
as the present Long Bridge over the Potomac River is inadequate
you said, *‘ inadequate for the accommodation of the largely in-
creased railroad and vehicular traffic, is in a measure obstroctive
of navigation,” said the Co: of the United States. And what
business is it of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company whether it
is obstructive of navigation or not? Whatinterest has the Penn-
sylvania R. Company in the proposition as to whether it
will not meet the demands of the passenger and vehicular traffic?
That is a matter for the people of the District of Columbia. [Ap-

plause.

An a&ditional element of cost, one-half of which is chargeable
against this com under the pending bill, would be the ele-
vated structure from the mouth of the tunnel to a connection
with the terminal. This cost, to be borne egually by the two
companies, is estimated at $§200,000, and is not, of course, incurred
under the legislation of 1901.

‘With reference to the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, it is
admitted that the increased cost to that company by the ding
bill over the legislation of 1901 is $3,314,625. ‘%ny elhcmff]1 these
companies bs wmﬁed to bear these additional costs to carry
out a plan for the beautification of the city which will not more
completely eliminate grade crossings than the legislation of 1901,
will not specially increase the facilities to the public, and will not
gain a single passenger or a single dollar of revenue for them?

Lieut. Col. Charles J. Allen, of the Corps of Engineers, and
Brig. Gen. John M. Mason, Chief of Engineers, in a report upon
the legislation of 1901, dated Janunary 25, 1900, state that the

oject for the reclamation of Potomac Flats, which was author-

by act of Congress Angust 7, 1882, provides—

For the rebuils of Bridge at an earl: riod i
of the im: vm%j:fﬁt?:&a séf:s upon e;mg%!ﬁeqingu{ha m?}m
tion to the flow of water, and also for the interception of all sewage dis-
g:reged into the Washington channel and its conveyance to James Creek

Also: -

That the necessity for rebuil the Long Bridge with broad spans, so as
B e mation oF The Hots S the lorprovaa® ot 1 Vimlth: charon

have been carried on with, the unde: that the bri would at an
mz day be 80 as to remove the obstruction of the of

resulting from these piers and the slight elevation of its bot rd
above low water.

The Commissioners of the District, in their report dated Feb-
ruary 6, 1800, on the proposed legislation of 1901, say:
Tl T -
ey i
It thusa rs, not that the Pe Ivania Railroad needs a new
and costly bridge to enter the District of Columbia, but that the
Government, to protect a portion of the District, had determined
lon‘;f since that a new bridge was necessary and would have to ba
built, and the opportunity presenting itself in this bill, they com-
pelled the railroad company to build it withont any reference to
the eliminating of e crossings, and will determine by this
leg-lf.;lation to build a passenger bridge for the same reasons.

e Pennsylvania Rail now occupies, if I remember rightly,
some 5 or 6 acres of the Mall. The legislation of 1901 allowed the
Pennsylvania Railroad Company to take over 14 acres out of the
center of the Mall, so it is stated by Colonel Bingham in his re-
port upon this subject dated January 18, 1900. o partial pro-
tection of this Mall was the reason for requiring the Pennsylva-
nia Railroad to erect a new station at a cost of $1,500,000. Many
gentlemen op; the legislation in 1801 because it allowed the
use of so much land on the Mall to the Penngflvania. Railroad.
This bill recovers all that land in the Mall, clears it entirely of
railroads, and compels the Pennsylvania Railroad to give up the
most convenient railroad station {within a block of Pennsylvania
avenue and in the heart of the city) that comld ibly be de-
sired, after that location had been assured it by the leg'i.afaﬁ.on of

If it were a good argument against the legislation of 1901 that
the Mall should not be desecrated, its restoration under the pend-
ing bill should certainly speak loudly in favor of its . The
distinguished chairman of the committee lays much stress upon
the fact that the railroad companies originally filed plans for a
union station at C street, with which plans the House Committee
for the District of Columbia aﬁ:ead, and endeavors to deduce
some kind of argument nﬁ;mmt ese companies on that ground.
It is true, I believe, that the com&aza:ies did (through their engi-
neer officers) file such plans, and that the House committee at
time preferred the C street Yocation for a union depot; but this
was contrary to the Til:.n for the beautification of the city, which
Senator McMillan, Senate committee, the park commission,
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and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia had in mind
when the pending bill was projected, and the companies yielded
to the arguments and ?arsua.sions of these gn emen for the
ssthetic improvement of the city. Suppose the companies did
file plans and agree to a union depot at C street, are they to be
punished on that acconnt? What motive can there be for the
impesition of the penalty of $1,000,000 reduction in the original
contribution to them simply because they yielded to the sug-
gestions of the gentlemen I have named to aid in the perfecting
giul_a park system and the erection of a monumental station

Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored in a desultory way to dissipste
some of the misapprehensions that have arisen in the discussion
of this matber. If this legislation fails, and fail it will, I believe,
nnless the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
MogrreLL] prevails, the companies will have the right to proceed
under the legislation of 1901 to the erection of separate stations.
Fourteen acres of the Mall will be occupied forever, and the
grand park scheme, of which it is a part, will be destroyed. The
union station will be lost, and the hope of the most magnificent
railway station and terminal in the world will have disappeared
forever. Can the House of Representatives in the closing session
of the Fifty-seventh Congress, with these grand consummations
insight, afford to quibble about the contribution of $1,000,000
toward them, especially when that $1,000,000 was guaranteed by
the legislation of 1901, and no good reason appears for a breach of
the faith of the House involved in the reduction of the same? In
my judgment it can not. I shall therefore vote for the motion of
the gentleman from Pennsylvania fo from the House
amendments and concur in the Senate bill.

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman has expired.

* Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to extend my remarks
in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani-
mous consent that he may extend his remarks in the RECORD, Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I wounld like to suggest to the
gentleman from Wisconsin that he use some of his time,

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I think we are prett
ready for a vote. I know of only one gentleman who

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I wounld like to have five minutes’
time, inasmuch as I could not get a question answered.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to
the gentleman from Tennessee?

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Tennessee, a member of the committee.

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I asked the gentleman from Mary-
land [Mr, PEARRE] a courteous and kind question. He is a fel-
low-member of this committee. I asked him, or wanted to ask
a question, and he declined to yield. His time wasextended, and
he further declined to yield. I would now ask, What is the mat-
ter with the gentleman from Maryland in that he does not want
a question asked him by a fellow-member of the committee?
Are yon afraid to give information? Are you afraid to answer?

Mr. PEARRE. If it will do the gentleman any good, I would
:lba.te that almost anybody is afraid of the temper of the gen-

eman.

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman would not permit me to interrupt

him.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. SIMS. When this matter was acted upon by the Com-
mittee of the District of Columbia, a motion was made—if I am
not telling committee secrets—to reduce the amount carried in
the Senate bill $§1,000,000, and it was voted down. Then a mem-
ber of the committee moved to reconsider, with a solemn %edge
that every member of the committee wonld support the bill if
that amendment went on, and we thought every member meant
what he said and was in good faith.

Mr. PEARRE. Does the gentleman mean to say that I voted
for that proposition?

Mr. Slgig’;. If you were present.

Mr. PEARRE. I want to say to the gentleman that I was
present and that I did not vote for any such proposition.

~Mr. OLMSTED, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order.

Mr. OLMSTED. My point of order is that occurrences in the
committee are not in order here.

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken, and there
never was a better illustration of it than we have now.

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker—— .

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not speaking alone of the gen-
tleman, but this morning we have had evidence of that very dif-
ficulty. Allusion has been made to what occurred in the com-
mittee. That is something with which the House hasnothing to
do. It has to do only with the results.

nearly
ires to

Mr. SIMS. But, Mr. Speaker, when a committee allows out-
siders to sit right there and report every word that happens, I
want to know why a member of the House can not do it.

Mr. PEARRE. Imean to say that if the gentleman states that
I did anything of the sort, he states what is not true, and he
Eknows it.

Mr. SIMS. Inever said a word abont the gentleman. You
are not an outsider. You are a member of the committee.

r’a['he SPEAKER. Di ion of matters in committee is not in
order.

Mr. STMS. I only wanted to state this in explanation——

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not listen to any explanation.
The gentleman will proceed with his remarks.

Mr. SIMS. we came in here we voted for this amend-
ment solidly, without an exception that I remember. I am not
intending to misstate anything, but I am liable to forget.

Mr. PEARRE. Well, you have forgotten.

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. I
have a ri%lt to it.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. PEARRE] has
twice disputed my word. I want to say to him that I did not in-
tend to misstate anything. If he were not present at the time
referred to, or if he voted otherwise, I was mistaken in it, and he
conld have said so. There is a gentlemanly way to do it. That
is all of it. I say now that if I made a misstatement——

3& SPEAEE%. The gentleman is stating a question of per-
sonal privilege.
Mr. SIMS. I am too well known in this House for any gentle-
man to think I would misstate hith intentionally. The gentleman
from Maryland understood that. 'We have the best personal re-
lations, but there is a gentlemanly way to deny these things, and
one that no man resents, and I do not. I say if I misstate, I am
sorry for it. I did not intend to, and if he is the gentleman I
have always taken him to be he will accept that, and if he does
not, I do not care. [Laughter.]

Mr. PEARRE rose.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMS. Certainly.

Mr. PEARRE. I dis not charge the gentleman with having
deliberately made a misstatement. I simply desire o say for the
gentleman’s benefit that if he means to say that I acquiesced in
that proposition in the committee that the gentleman is mistaken.
5 Ml; SIMS. I beg your pardon sincerely and accept your word

or 1t.

Mr. PEARRE. And I want to say further that I do not think
m gﬁ;slonal relations with the gentleman are such as would jus-
ﬁ.gr in commenting upon my knowledge of gentility and
courtesy; and if he means to say anything of that sort, I would
only reapond by saying that I certainly should not go to the gen-
tleman for any lessons in those matters.

The SPEAKER, * Now everyihing s aelightfal [langhter], and

e . Nowev ing is deli ughter], an
the Chait hopes the debate mm in order.

Mr, SIMS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to address myself to the
matter before the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order, and will procead.

Mr. SIMS. When the amendment was brought in here of
$1,000,000 reduction to the Senate bill, it was voted on separately.
‘Wasthere a mortal man that voted against that amendment?
there is, let him rise; I do not want to misstate him. We unani-
mously voted for it, with all the information that any gentleman
nowhas. Why, then, the change? The gentleman from Missonri
[Mr. CowHERD] and myself stood up here and fought the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. Caxxox], who wanted to 'k out the
expensive but very
we felt in honor bound to live up to all understandings made
elsewhere. 'We had all the information then we havenow. Every
member of this committee had all the information then that he
has now. Why now does any member of this committee come
in here and ask this House to reflect upon information heretofore
given and votes heretofore taken by going back upon that solemn
vote of this House?

ere the hammer fell.
. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker—

Mr. MORRELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Virginia [Mr. Hay].

Mr. LA R. I want some time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] has
five minutes.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, after a careful examination of this
bill and of the amendment which is under consideration, I have
concluded to vote to recede and concur in the amendment of the
Senate. Iam not frightened by the language of the gentleman
from Missonri [Mr. CowHERD], whom I do not now see, as to the
account which I will have to make to my constituents if I vote
for this bill. I might retort upon the gentleman that upon one

beautiful plaza, and we did it solely because .

LY
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oceasion he voted for an appropriation of $5,000,000 for the St.
Lounis Exposition, a great work, and one which I am not de-
preciating.

But at the same time I believe that this is legislation in the in-
terest of beautifying the city of Waahin%‘ton, which is very dear
to me, as to other Virginians. It is a work which will benefit my
constituents and will benefit the constituents of many gentlemen
in this House. I can not see from the statements which have
been made heretofore by both sides on this question that the rail-
roads are attempting to take anybody by the throat. AsIunder-
standit, this legislation was not inaugurated by the railroads.
They were perfectly willing to accept the bill which was passed
two years ago.. They did not ask for aunionstation. Thisunion
station was asked for by the park commissioners of the District
of Columbia and by the District of Columbia government and by
certain gentlemen of both Honses. If this is true, why say that
the railroads are undertaking to grab something to which they
are not entitled? We are told by the gentleman from Missouri
that it will cost a great deal more to have a union station no
than it would to have separate stations. x

If that is true, if it costs the railroads $500,000 more apiece than
the committee has given to them, that is the Committee on the
Distriet of Columbia of the House, to build the station thanit did
before, whyis it in this case that these gentlemen now are unwill-
ing to give them this additional amount? They gave the Balti-
more and Ohio $1,500,000 two years ago. They gave the Penn-
sylvania Railroad land valued at about that amount; and if so,
why do we now take back what we have heretofore done, by try-
ing to terrify gentlemen, by trying to make gentlemen believe
that they are going to lose votes at home because they vote what
they believe to be right in a matter of business? This is asked
for in reality by the park commissioners and the District Com-
missioners because, I understand, they desire this union station.
I am informed further that the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad and
the Pennsylvania Railroad are both willing to have the bill
which was passed two years ago to remain upon the statute books
and to operate under that bill; that it is cheaper for them fo do
s0. That being the case, and believing that the expenditure of
this sum of money will be to the interest of the District of Colum-
bia, will be to the interest of my constituents. and that it will be
for the beautifying of this beautiful city, I shall vote with the
gentleman from Pennsylvania to recede and concur in the amend-
ment of the Senate. [Applause.]

Mr. BABCOCK. 1 yield five minutes to the gentleman from
South Carolina !M_r LATIMER], a member of the committee.

Mr. LA . Mr. Speaker, I think this House is pretty well
informed in regard to the provisions of this bill, and the con-
ditions that exist; but before we come to a vote, being amember of
the District Committeée, and also one of the conferees, I desire to

make a simple statement to the House. Gentlemen, for thirty
" years we have been trying to get legislation here that would be
satisfactory to the District of Columbia and to the country at
large. We have failed up to date. The people of the District
and the members of this House object to the Baltimore and Po-
tomac Railroad Company occupyin% the Mall. 'We passed a bill
two years ago giving them the right to come in on an elevated
track, and continue the use of the Mall, and to build a station
there that would cost a million and a half dollars. Now, as has
been stated, we give a million and a half dollars to each railroad
in substance in the bill we passed February 12,1901, This law is
now in force. Iam a member of the District Committee; we
were not satisfied with existing legislation, and our committee
reported a new bill to this House providing for a union station,
cutting down the amount that the Government would pay and
making it §2,000,000 instead of $3,000,000, according to the Senate
bill E

I say to you here to-day that we either want legislation or we
do not, and if we are to iave legislation we ought to take some
action in this House that will accomplish that legislation. The
Senate is. standing firm by its bill, claiming a million and a half
for each road. Now, my position is that these conferees ought
1o be sent back to conference, without instructions by the House,
and I believe we will get legislation that will be satisfactory to
the House, to the District of Columbia, and fo the country at
large. For you will see that much of the trouble in our last con-
ference was that I for one took it that we were instructed when
we left this House. Therefore we reached no agreement. The
Senate is firm in its position and the House is firm in its. Now,
let the conferees go back and I believe an agreement will be
reached. Gentlemen, if we want legislation we can get it. Both
of these railroads say they are willing to keep thelegislation they
now have. The Baltimore and Ohio road claims that they have
spent over a million dollars in the purchase of land for the pur-
pose of carrying out the legislation we gave them two years ago.

Mr. COWHERD. Let me say to the gentleman that that is to
be sold back to the city. y

Mr. LATIMER. Isay tothe House that if we propose to get
legislation during this Congress let these conferees go back to
conference without instructions. This is a great business propo-
sition. Every prominent man with whom I have come in con-
tact in this trict wants a union station. I believe that a
majority of this House want a union station. If you want that
union station, send these conferees back without instructions,
and, in my judgment, we will get legislation. [Applause.]

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker. I now yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams].

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, there has been a spirit of acrimony
thrown into this debate which is unfortunate and unusual in this
House. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] in the
course of his remarks went entirely outside of the limit of proper
debate, and branded the city of Philadelphia as the most corrupt

city in municipal government in this country.
Mr. oCé)elWHgﬁ . Idid not; I said that nobody would take it
as a model.

Mr. ADAMS. I understood the gentleman to say that it was
the most corrupt city in municipal government in the country.

Mr. COWHERD. I did not intend to say that; but if I did, I
do not retract it. [Laughter.

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to call the gentleman's attention to the
fact that when my colleague asked him about St. Louis he said it
had not contributed to the steam railways, but there are other
railways that exist in cities for the transportation of passengers,
and I would like the gentleman to make some statement in regard
to corruption and the men who have just been convicted in the
worst scandal that has ever involved any municipal government
for many years; and I would further like to call his attention to
the fact that if Philadelphia was badly governed, it was throngh
her detective force that one of the embezzlers from St. Louis was
arrested and sent back that he might be convicted. [Laughter.)

Mr. Speaker, this charge on the city of Philadelphia was un-
warranted and out of the way, and had nothing to do with this
debate. But I will say in regard to the very question under dis-
cussion that Philadelphia did contribute to the elevation of the
tracks in that city in contradistinction to that of St. Louis.
‘Why? Because the citizens felt the same way that the citizens do
in the District of Columbia—that we are always willing to assist
the public spirit of any corporation or any association which
wishes to do things for general good; and no greater good can
be done than the elevation of the railway tracks in a large and

pulous city so as to preserve the lives and limbs of the people.

ou can pick up the public press any day and you will see nu-
merous accidents all over the country which occur at these grade
crossin%s. So the gentleman ignores the scandal of the city near
which he lives and must be responsible for in some degree. as
much as we hold ourselves responsible for the great city of Phila-

delphia. [Applause.
’J’he time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-

The SPEAKER.
vania has expired.

Mr. C ON. Mr. Speaker, I listened to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. MorreLL] when he opened this discussion in
advocacy of his motion to concur. I only want to say, in regard
to his allusion to myself, that I have a vote in this House. I do
not know whether I will ever have the confidence of my fellow-
members in another Congress, at another time, so as to be chosen
to preside or not. That cuts no figure; it will care for itself when
the time comes, and if, perchance, it should so turn out, I will
follow my best judgment, without fear, and perform the duties
(Efi this:‘. plaloe when the time comes to the t of my ability.

use.

8 to my duty now, it is to add my voice for or against the
gentleman’s motion according to my judgment and conscience,
acting for myself. That I shall do. Now, what is this proposi-
tion? To agree to a Senate amendment.

Mr. BABCOCK. This is an amendment of the House to the
Senate bill.

Mr. CANNON. An amendment of the House to the Senate
bill, and the Senate disagreed to it, a difference of a million dol-
lars between the two bodies. Now, in cold blood, I want to in-
quire a minute as to the merits of the proposition. You always
have to read proposed legislation in the light of what has passed,
and especially in the light of what has passed at the present ses-
sion of Congress. Two years ago Congress legislated for the pur-
pose of getting an elevation of tracks. One depot was to be built
on the Mall and the other one at C street. The two companies at
that time did not agree. There never had been a time up to that
time that these two companies, the two great railway companies,
could agree or listen to a question of a union depot. Never. Af-
terwards, I think, to state an open secret, there was such a com-
munity of interest created touching the stock of these two great
companies. to say the least of if, that their management is now
entirely harmonious. [Laughter.] If you tickle one, the other
sneezes. [Laughter.] That is an open secret.
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I am not abusing them forit. But when thistime came, after the
legislation of two years ago, then they began to talk about a union
depot, and these people began to be *‘ forced ” and *‘ forced.” Is
therea line of law on the statute book that ‘‘ forces ’’ them then or
now? Notone—notone—not one. Inall the time that haspassed
since the enactment of 1901 they have had full power to proceed
under that legislation to construct their respective depots and
elevate the tracks. Have they done it? No. Are they going to
do it? No. Any man can see that who wears spectacles—more
pairs than I—let alone with the naked eye.

Now, what happens at this session? There came in here a bill
passed by the Senate, amended by the House. It provided for a
plaza park in front of this union depot. That did not meet my
approval as an individual. I thought it was an unnecessary ex-
pense put upon the District and upon the Treasu.r{. I antago-
nized it. But I found the House Committee on the District of
Columbia an absolute unit in opposing my antagonism. I asked
one of the members of that committee—not in committee, for I
do not belong to that committee—'* Why does your committee
stand together in this way?'’ *‘* For the reason,’”’ was the reply,
** that this committee reports without dissent in favor of cutting
down by a million dollars from the donation out of the Treasury
to these two companies.” And to secure that, the committee
comes absolutely together; and that ends it. I antagonized the
geroposition as best I could. I was beaten, as I have frequently

en beaten; that is, I voted with the minority.

Now, another thing., It is an open secret—and I say it respect-
fully, without criticism, because people interested in legislation
have the right by all proper means to make their tﬁ:wer and in-
fluence and judgment felt—it is an o secret t the repre-
sentatives of these two great corporations—or one great corpora-
tion if they are one—were doing all that they legitimately could
to pass that bill through the House, or aid in its passage with the
Hovse amendment. The District of Columbia Committee was
solid. The bill was passed. It went to the Senate. The Senate
refused to agree to our action. The bill came back to the House
and went to conference, and on conference report of disagreement
the House discussed it, as the House always does matters of dif-
ference. When we differ with the Senate we discuss. We dis-
cussed this proposition and voted upon it, and stood by the House
amendment.

Now, speaking with entire respect of the general practices of
another body—not criticising—suffice it to say that, following the

ractice that is rarely *‘ honored in the breach,’’ that body, as a

act, never had discussed the merits of this proposition—never.
They did not discuss it, as the ReEcorp will disclose, when they
disagreed to the House amendment. They did not discuss its
merits when the matter came back on the conference report.
*“ The Senate further insist *’ is the record. And now the matter
comes back again. I hope it will never come here again. My
judgment is that if you knock off the other $2,000,000 *“not all
the king’s horses or all the king's men'’—I know they are across
the ocean, some distance off—can keep these companies from
accepting the legislation gladly. [Applaunse.] Things are not
now as they were when the legislation was had two years ago.
‘We are making liberal donations to these companies. I believe
with the gentleman from Missouri that we are contributing fully
half, and more, too, to the elevation of the tracks and the con-
struction of the tunnel, including the plaza park. We have re-
lieved these companies from taxation for their elevation. It is
simply taxed as a highway. They have been treated well.
Enough is as good as a feast.

g! i‘:;aia exce}let:_t . A
=2 "
it o e G

Speaking for myself, I want to say, from my standpoint, that
it is not politic for these great corporations to insist upon this
extra million. [Applause.] They are free to insist. They
manage their own matters. We manage ours. They have a
right to manage their matters as they choose. But the doors of
the Treasury and the revenues of the District of Columbia can
not swing open at the dictation of a coordinate branch of Con-
gress [applause]—can not swing open at the dictation of any
private citizen unless, exercising the trust that we do for 80,000,000
people, we give the legal key to open the door by our votes.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CANNON. I shounld like to have two minutes more.

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield the gentleman five minutes.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, following our judgments and our
consciences, it is for us to unlock those doors. as we shall answer
tolaoursgilves and answer to an intelligent public sentiment. [Ap-

use. .
. Much has been said as to what other cities have done. That
does not make a great deal of difference. The question is, What
ought we to do? In the city of Chicago, as my colleague [Mr.
ManN] has just said, the railways have within ten years paid
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in the beautification of this national capi

out §22,000,000 for track elevation, and the city not a cent; and
theé{lare already making preparation to pay out $11,000,000 more.
Well, that was good work npon the part of the city. Philadel-
f!xia, it is stated, donated one-half of such expenses in that city.

am not here to criticise Philadelphia. I do not know what
caused that city to do it. St. Louis contributed nothing for simi-
lar work. The cities that have contributed, contributed only
abont 85 per cent.

We contribute, without this increass of this million of dollars,
over one-half; and that is enough, in my judgment; and for one
I trust that if the House further insists, as I hope and believe it
will, upon its disagreement with the Senate, that that will end it.
Oh, but says some one, Will they take it? Will they take it!
Will a duck swim? [Langhter.]l Will a stone when released
from an elevation go, under the law of gravitation, toward the
center of the earth? ‘*So much I have,” they could well exclaim,
‘“and by the grace of one branch of Congress, or of two, it costs
nothing to play for the other million, and we make the play.”
[Launghter.] Gentlemen, let’s call them here and now! [Pro- -
longed laughter and applause.

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. §
time I have remaining.

The SPEAKER. Twenty minutes.

Mr. MORRELL. 1 yield seven minutes to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr, DALzELL].

er, I would ask how much more

Mr. DALZ Mr. Speaker, I want to have just a word or
two before this discussion closes. I listened with gteat leasure
to the earnest h of the eloquent gentleman from Missonri

£Mr. CowHERD], as I always do when he speaks, but I think that
e did not thoroughly state the proposition which is before this
House. I think that the question before the House is a much
simpler question than the one discussed by my friend from Mis-
souri. I joined in the enthusiasm, too, with which the House
always greets the gentleman from Illinois [Mr., CANNONLE\:]JO has
just taken his seat; but I do not think that he, either, fairly
stated the exact question which is before the House. The ques-
tion is, Shall there be contributed to the Baltimore and Ohio Rail-
road Company and the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, in con-
nection with the elevation of their tracks and the erection of a
union station, one million dollars each or one and a half million
dollars each?

The Senate and the Distriet Commissioners say it ought to be
one and a half millions of dollars. The House insists that it
ought to be only $1,000,000. Now, that is the only question be-
fore us, and it seems to me that it may be solved and fairly solved
by a brief recital of what precedes this Senate bill. Some thi
years ago or more the Pennsylvania Railroad Company entere
the District of Columbia. I do not know how long ago the Balti-
more and Ohio also entered the District of Columbia. They are
both here by virtue of legislation, and they have expended large
sums of money. They do not owe the District anything particu-
larly nor does the District owe them anything particularly. They
have each contributed to the welfare of the other. In the mean-
time Washington has been gromng in population. Great crowds
come here on various occasions, for Washington has become a
convention city, and therefore it became necessary in the interests
of human life, in the interests of business, that the tracks of these
two companies in the District should be elevated.

The companies and the Congress of the United States came
together. y made a bargain. That bargain is represented by
the legislation of 1901. Whether it was a good bargain for the
railroad companies or a good bargain for the District of Columbia
is now wholly irrelevant. Under the terms of that bargain, em-
bodied in that legislation, the Pennsylvania Railroad Company
was to elevate its tracks and the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad
Company was to elevate its tracks; the Pennsylvania Railroad
Company was to build a depot on the Mall and the Baltimore and
Ohio Railroad Company a depot on C street. It was agreed that
a fair division of the cost would give to the Pennsylvania Rail-
road Company a million and a half of dellars in property and to the
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company a million and a half of
dollars in money. Now, gentlemen of the House of Representa-
tives, that is existing law. Under the existing law the tracks are
to be raised, the depot is to be built on the Mall, the other tracks
are to be raised and the depot is to be built on C street. Now,
why any necessity for additional legislation? Because a grand
scheme for the beautification of this capital city has been entered
upon. Listen to me for a moment while I read:

The new station will be the finest structure of its kind in the world. Its
length will be 780 feet, which is 8 feet 8 inches longer than the Capitol itself.
It will be built of white marble, with the interior of marble and stone—
and so on. A palatial building, palatial in conception, in propor-
tions, and in bggluty. e 5 K

Now, then, the park commissioners, the gentlemen interested
,say to the railroad
companies, We do not want you to carry out the scheme of 1901;
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we have a new scheme and a better schemse and we want you to
joinunsinit. Now,that bringsus to justa single guestion, and itis
the kernel of this case. Will it the rmlmng companies any
more to carry out this new scheme than it wonld cost to carry out
the old scheme? That istheonlyquestion. Thisis nota question
of a giant cruelly exercising a giant’s strength. It is a question
of simple justice. True,these are railroad rations, but they
are just as much entitled to justice at the hands of this House as
the humblest or the loftiest citizen in the land. Now, can they
carry out this scheme upon the terms upon which they agreed to
carry out the scheme embodied in the legislation of 19017

I say no, they can not. Before I come to that, the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. Caxxox] would have you believe that this
union depot scheme is a scheme of the railroad companies. Mr.
Cassatt, president of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, than
whom a more reputable gentleman does not live, says that they
had nothing at all to do with it and that they prefer existing leg-
islation. . Loree, the president of the timore and Ohio
Railroad Company, an equally reputable gentleman, says the
same thing.

Mr, BABCOCEK. Mr. Speaker—

Mr. DALZELL. I can not be interrupted. I have only seven
minutes.

The SPEAKER. The eman declines to yield.

Mr. DALZELL. The Senate committee report:

This proposition does not come from the railroads. They are satisfled
with their present situation. From the standpoint of economical railroad
management the proj nnion station has little to recommend it. The
terminal ch are from about 40 cents to about $1.20 per passen-
ger car, and there will be no corresponding increase in the passengers.

Now, can they carry out this scheme without additional cost?
I call attention to the statement of Mr, Cassatt. I will put the

es in the RECORD. ;
he SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. DALZELL. I should like one minute more.

Mr. MORRELL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from

lvania.
Mr. DALZELL. The total cost to the Philadelphia, Baltimore
and Washi Railroad, which is the Pennsylvania Railroad,

hington

under the pending bill is §7,966,926; cost under the act of Febru-
ary 12, 1901, $4,892,656; total excess of cost to the Philadelphia,
Baltimore and Washington Railroad, $3,574,270. Under these
circumstances I put it to your consciences as inte]liﬁ«:nt legislators
whether it is anything more than just that that million and a half
of dollars provided for by the Senate bill and recommended by
the District Commissioners be allowed to stand in that bill to the
credit of that comﬁng.

Upon the other hand, so far as the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad
is concerned, I find their estimate of the total cost under the bill
now pending is §5,756,5650; cost under the act of February 12,
1801, $5,590,498, or an excess of cost of §157,142,

Now, one other matter. I can not understand the figures of
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CownERp]. I find here the
District Commissioners’ estimate of the cost of work to be done
by the railroad companies is §18,078,103; work to be done by the
District of Columna, with to property, $1,770,000, or
§14,843,103 altogether, of which the railroad companies bear
$11,073,1083.

I appeal to you, gentlemen of the House of Representatives, to
be just; I do not ask you to be ﬁnemus. I am not here asking
for anything that these people have not shown that they are en-
titled to; and if from any motives other than those of dealing out
exact justice we fail to legislate as we ought to legislate on this
occasion, it will be to the dis and shame of the House of
Representatives. [Applause. »

r. MORRELL. 1 should like to ask the chairman of the con-
ference committee if he is going to use any more of his time.

Mr. BABCOCK. I have a few minutes remaining, Mr. Speaker,
and I desire to close the debate with those few minutes, when the
gentleman is through with his time. . .

Mr. MORRELL. All right. I will yield five minutes to the

ntleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED]. .

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, we all know the tendencies of
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] in the direction of
economy. We saw them exhibited in his fruitless efforts to pre-
vent this body from voting six or seven millions of dollars to be
expended in the city of St. Lonis in his own State in celebration
of the Louisiana Purchase. We all know the tendencies of the

entleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp] toward rigid economy.
%Ve saw them in his efforts to secure the appropriation of several
millions more in the construction of Government buil at
Annapolis, in his district, than the economical chairman of the
Appropiations Committee [Mr. Caxxox] or the House itself
thought necessary. We all know the economical tendencies of
the chairman of the District Committee. We observed them in
his fraitless efforts to induce us to advance some $10,000,000 out
of the public Treasury a few days ago, which advance the dis-

.amend the third paragraph of the eight

tingunished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations said
was needless.

But, laying aside all %uestions of the comparative merits of gen-
tlemen in their Btn?g o for economy, let us come down for one
minute to the consideration of the propositions before the House.

Two years ago this House, by a majority of nearly IDW
the existing law requiring the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com-
pany to eliminate its o crossings, erect a station at C street,
and do certain other things. That bill appropriated $1,500,000 to
that company in consideration of its ouﬁ these things. The
economical gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp], the eco-
nomical chairman of the District Committee [Mr. Barcock], and
the economical chairman of the Appropriations Committee [Mr.
CaNNON] all voted for that bill; voted for it once, voted for it
twice, appropriating $1,500,000 to the Baltimore and Ohio Rail-
road Company in consideration of its bearing certain expenses
and doing certain things. Now, this pending bill requires them
to do more, according to the estimates of the Senate committee,
of which the late Senator McMillan was chairman, and according
to the unanimous report of the Commissioners of the District of
Columbia. Theysay inthat report, on page13, **thatin the caseof
the Baltimore and Ohio the total estimated cost is $250,000 or
$300,000 greater than that of last year "—that is to say, this bill
we are né:svgo dégconssing ?nd which orig'i.;zﬁtbfd in the Senate in 1902,
imposes ,000 more of expense nupon that company than was im-
posed gﬁn it by the act of 1901, for which all of these economic-
ally inclined gentlemen voted. i

ermore, this bill compels that railroad company to remove

its freight station entirely outside of the city limits and locate it
away out at Eckington, a proposition which, directly or indi-
v, will cost that cotﬁgany at least a million of dollars. As I
have already stated, all of these economical gentlemen voted for
the act of 1901, which gave to this comgeany $1,500,000. Now,
this bill in those parts npon which both Senate and House have
agreed puts these additional burdens npon the company, and the
only amendment that is now undisposed of, so far as concerns
that company, is that whereby they Eropose, in section 13, to
section of the act of 1901

lsnly &%-ik:ing out, so that instead of reading $1,500,000 it shall read

000,000,

Now, take the case of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company.
The act of 1901 required it to make vast expenditures for the pur-
pose of eliminating all its grade crossingsin thiscity. In consid-
eration of its doing so it granted to the company additional land
upon the Mall of the estimated value of $1,500,000. All of these
economical gentlemen voted for that proposition in 1901.

This bill, upon which both Houses have already agreed except
as to this particular amendment, proposes to take that land away
from the company and also o impose upon it additional expenses.
In their unanimous report addressed to the Senate committee, the
Commissioners of the Rstn ict of Columbia say:

In the case of the Baltimore and Potomac, the extra estimated costis nmg
gd\l!l).m and the bill provides that the company is to receive from the Uni

tates §1,500,000 for vacating the Mall.

In other words, the bill proposes to pay the company for the
land which the Government takes from it, and having done that,
imposes an additional $3,600,000 upon the company in order to
enable the Government to out the improvements which it
desires to make in the city of Washington. brief, this bill says
to the company over whose lines the Pennsylvania Railroad Com-
pany’s cars enter this city, that it must surrender and vacate
$1,500,000 worth of property, and must also do other things in-
volving an additional expenditure of $3,600,000 for the purpose of
beautifying this city. The bill upon which the Senate insists pays
the company for the land taken.

The amt?dma?t wlrlllich ourmemnd on}ict.;;l iriendstyare ;%vocatin
proposes to pay for only two-thirds of the property. ey vo
in 1901 to convey this property to the company. They now desire
to compel the company to give it back at two-thirds of what it
cost the company, and in addition to that to compel the expendi-
ture of $3,600,000 of additional money for the benefit of the city
of Washington. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, CANNON] asks,
** Where are they required to do these things?’’ Why, this very
bill, in that portion of it upon which both Honses have already
agreed, requires it. Turn to line 1 on page 2, and you will find
that the language is ““ authorized and required’’—not authorized
merely, but ** authorized and required—to locate, construct, main-
tain, operate, etc.” On ﬁfa 7, beginning on line 4, it expressl
declares that ‘* the termi station contemplated by this act shall
cost not leas than 84,000,000, and shall be monumental in charac-
ter, and the plans therefor shall be subject to the approval of the
Commissioners.of the District of Columbia."’

Senator McMillan, and his committee estimated that the station,
as contemplated, will cost $5,000,000. This act requires them to
build it and do these other things requiring large expenditures of
money.
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Senator McMillan, in the report of his committee to the Senate,
gaid:

During the Fifty-sixth Congress legislation was enacted enlarging the oc-
cupnt.inngof the m%road in the Mall. This action was taken only after years
of effort to obtain the withdrawalof the road from public space, and because
of the demand for the elimination g:gnde crossings and increased facilities
for handling the mpid.lz]gmwi‘u c. In the adjustment then made the

in lien of the usual cash payment of one-

railroad received land in the Ma
half of the cost of track elevation.

The proposition now is that the United States shall buy, at a fair valua-
tion, this land on which the railroad has boen paying taxes tor thirty rg:us
and that the railroad shall use the money so received as mrﬁon of ex-
pense of building a tunnel and making connections with proposed union

station.
This position does not come from the railroads. They are satisfied

with thgrro present situation.

Congress, however, is not satisfied. It desires that they shall
build a behutiful union station for the adornment of the city;
that in order to reach it instead of going over the surface of the
ground they shall construct an extensive tunnel. Now, the use
of this tunnel will not bring them an additional passenger or
ton of freight. It is for the advantage of the city and not of the
railroads, This is not a donation party. We are not giving any-
thing to the railroad companies. We are taking from them.
The question is, How much shall we take? What forced contri-
bution shall we require of them?

I understand that they are willing to bear the increased bur-
dens proposed by this bill, provided that otherwise they are left

recisely as they were left by the legislation of 1001. The Senate
Eﬂ] gives them substantially just what this House, by a majority
of nearly a hundred, determined upon in 1901. The Senate does
not propose to give them a half million dollars apiece, but the
amendment which the gentlemen advocgte proposes to take from
them a half million dollars a})iece. By the Senate bill, without
this amendment, they are left in precisely the same position in
which the House put them in the legislation of two years ago, for
which all of these economically inclined gentlemen voted. If it
was right then, what has occurred to make that legislation wrong
now, when we are proposing to put several million dollars of
actual expenses upon these companies?

I have mno interest, personal, professional, or financial, in an
company named in thisbill. I am glad to see them contribute all
that they will toward the improvement and beautification of this
city. If they are willing to make the total expenditures required
by this bill, which all hands agree will amount to more than
812,000,000, I think the Government or the District of Columbia
can afford to pay them for the property taken from them.

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman allow me a question?

Mr. OLMSTED. I cannot yield. I have but a few minutes.
‘What has occurred to cause gentlemen who voted for the legisla-
tion of 1901 to oppose continning the provisions as to these pay-
ments? Why, the gentleman from Illinois says that now these
roads or corporations ‘‘ flop together*’ better than they did then,
in 1901. That is a proposition I challenge. They flopped to-
gether just as well then as they do now or ever will. But that is
not the proposition before the House. The question is, What is
right and just between the Government and these corporations,
not on a proposition of their asking, but on our mandate to com-
pel their expenditure of many millions of dollars; not for increas-
ing their freight or passenger business, but in beautifying and
improving the city of Washington? I hope the House will recede
from the remaining amendments to the Senate bill.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. OLMSTED. I ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks per-
mission that he may extend his remarks in the REcorp.  Is there
objection? [After a ﬁiuse.] The Chair hears none.

t. DALZELL, . Speaker, I make the same request.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAr-
zELL] makes the-game request. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I think I have the right to
close, as I made the motion.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin is in chm-ge
of the bill, and has the fioor. The gentleman from Pennsylvania
made a preferential motion, but that will not take from the %an-
El:;n.an from Wisconsin, in charge of the bill, the right to close

ate. :

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I think I have five minutes re-

maining.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes.

Mr. MORRELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
New York ; Smmg.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maryland
[Mr. PearrE] has stated very clearly and concisely the history
of this whole terminal legislation, and it is not new. Two years
ago we made provision for terminals for the two railroads. These
provisions were satisfactory to both railroads. From that day to

this they have never asked this House to have any change made
in the legislation. The changes which have been made or which
are provided for in the bill, the consideration of which we are
about to conclude, are asked, not by either of the railways, but
are asked by officials of the United States Government. The
movement for the change from the provisions of the bills of two
years ago was inan ted by the then chairman of the District
of Columbia Committee in another body, a distinguished gentle-
man, a man of broad, extensive business ience and of wise
judgment, now deceased. That distingnished gentleman inangu-
rated a movement for the change of legislation in reference to the

terminals.

And, Mr, Speaker, it was only after the most earnest, persistent
ﬁmants made by him on behalf of the Government that the

ilroads finally consented to the provisions of the Senate bill;
consented upon his assurance that a million and a half dollars
should be appropriated for each railroad, and that the influence
of this distin ed gentleman should be nsed in bringing about
that result. is is the question now. Shall we carry out here
in the House the ment made, not npon the application of
either railroad or of both, but the application made on behalf of the
Government by its official, by the chairman of a committee of one
of the legislative bodies of the country, made to the railroads and
accepted by them only upon the most earnest solicitation on be-
half of the Government.

Mr. Speaker, I think there is a mistaken notion in the House
about amendment numbered 57. Amendment numbered 57 does
not appropriate a cent. Amendment 57 does not appropriate a
million and a half dollars for the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad.
That money is already appropriated by the act of two years ago.
The Senate provision in amendment 57, which we will incorporate
in this bill,if we sustain the motion of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania, to recede and concur, is a legislative enactment having
nothing whatever to do with money. The provision inserted by
the Houseis a provision which reduces that old appropriation frem
a million and a half to a million dollars. If we sustain the motion
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to recede, we do not appro-
priate one cent more for the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. pWe
slm?‘liy leave undisturbed the appropriation of a million and a
half dollars that we made two years ago. That is all there is in
that proposition.

Any gentleman can see it by reading the bill. The Senate pro-
vision, section 18, is legislation. It does not refer to money.
The amendment incorporated by the House, that the House con-
ferees are now insisting upon, is the one which reduces the
amount which we have already appropriated for the Baltimore
and Obio Railroad. I think the House has had a mistaken no-
tion in reference to that. My distingnished friend from Illinois
asks in the most dramatic way and by repetition, ** Will they
accept it?’’ That, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me is an argument,
if argument it may be called, beneath the dignity of the gentle-
man from Ilincis. Might never has and never will make right.
‘We have more than once under the leadership of the gentleman
from Illinois and some other members forced claimants before
this Government to accept a lesser amount than they believed
was their just due. 'We have forced the members u this floor
to acceft a lesser amount than they believed honestly due claim-
ants. It is no argument to say that they will accept it if they are
forced to accept it. I do not know whether the gentleman’s
statement is correct, but I am inclined to take with more than a
little grain of allowance most of the statements made in regard .
to this profosition since more than two weeks ago one of the
members of the conference committee on this bill stated to this
House that the Senate conferees in five minutes would recede
from their proposition if we would send them back with instrue-
tions. B[ig lause. |

Mr. K. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania as an
amendment to my motion.

The SPE. . It isnot an amendment to the gentleman’s
motion, it is a preferential motion.
Mr. BAB . I ask for the reading of his motion.

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. MORRELL] is simfly to recede on two amendments,
Nos. 30 and 41, and, in regard to amendment 57, that the House
xff:code from that part of it which has not been disposed of in con-

rence.

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, that is all there is open in the
bill. Everything else has been agreed to. I ask, as a parlia-
mentary inquiry, what difference there is, in effect, between the
motion I make to insist and the gentleman’s motion to recede?
Is it not, in fact, the same motion; thatis, an affirmative vote on
one proposition is the same as a negative vote on the other?

The SPEAKER. Not in thiscase. We have here a Senate bill
with House amendments. The bill has

1 passed, and the amend-
ments only are in controversy. i

The gentleman from Wisconsin
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[Mr. BaBCcoCK] moves to insist on the amendments. The gentle-
man from Penngylvania [Mr. MoRRELL] moves to recede. If the
House recedes from these amendments, that ends the matter; that
disposes of the controversy. If the House does not recede, there
may be several things that may be done under parliamentary

W

Mr. BABCOCK. If that is the status, Mr. Speaker, I wish to
answer some questions propounded by the gentleman from New
York and the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Now, Mr. Speaker,
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Darzery] and also his
colleagne [Mr. OLMSTED] propounded this proposition.

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Wiscousin going to
occupy the balance of his time?

Mr. BABCOCK. But a very few moments. He propounded
this proposition: * If a member of the House voted for this propo-
gition in 1801, granting a million and a half dollars to each road,
why have they changed their minds? What different conditions
are there?”” The different conditions, gentlemen, as I have stated
over and over again on this floor, are that this proposition entails
an additional burden of $1,600,000 on the Government and the
District revenues. That is the difference.

Mr. PEARRE. Did not the gentleman from Wisconsin state
In the debate on December 16, in response to a question by the
gentleman from Missouri, that the actual increase to the District
was only $600,0007

Mr. BABCOCK, No. I am speaking about the expenditure
by the District and the General Government. The entire amount
over and above the present law, the estimates that were agreed
upon, is $1,600,000.

Mr. PEARRE. How much is the total increase of cost of the
whole scheme?

Mr. BABCOCEK. Iam speaking about the cost to the District
and the General Government.

Mr. PEARRE. Iknow; but what is the whole increased cost

over 1901?
Mr. BABCOCK. The increased cost for elevation of the
trac

s —

Mr. PEARRE. I ask for the whole increased cost.

Mr. BABCOCK. Gentlemen, I am goin% to answer this ques-
tion in my own way. The elevation is not as high; it is not
as long; but, gentlemen, are we gi':nmg outside of the District of
Columbia, into the State of Maryland, and pay for branch roads
and spurs not in the District? Is that a part of the cost for
elevation? )

Mr. PEARRE. Is there any provision in the bill for that?

Mr. PALMER. How muchmoreis it going to cost the railroads
to go into the union depot scheme?

. BABCOCEK. I will answer as rapidly as I can.

Mr. PALMER. We have heard about the $1,600,000 that they
are to pay for goinﬁ to the Massachusetts avenue site; but I want
to kmow how much the two railroads have to pay in the way of
money if thejé%o into this scheme.

Mr. BABCOCEK. This bill will cost the Pennsylvania Railroad
Company for track elevation $259,000 more than the present law;
it mfl cost the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company §1,330,000
less than the present law. .

Mr. PALMER. Thatis for track elevation. Now, go on and
tell us about the rest.

Mr. BABCOCK. Thatis for track elevation. That relates to
the elimination of grade crossings. It does not cover the build-
ing of new roads or the building of tunnels or depots. Who ever
heard of a municipal government, or any other government,
building depots and tunnels for any railway corporation?

Mr. PEARRE, May I ask the gentleman one question? Why
is it necessary to build this tunnel and this §4,000,000 station?

Mr. BABOSCK. I want to answer another question—a question

ropounded by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN].
}‘t has been shown to this House over and over again that this
proposition is one that has been forced upon the roads. The gen-
tleman from New York stated to the House that the railroad com-
panies were urged into this pro?&ct aglaimat their wishes; that it
was a plan of the late Senator McMillan. He did not draw the
proper distinction between the Cstreet site and the Massachusetts
avenue site. The C street site is the one which the railroad com-
panies agreed to, and for which they filed their plans. That was
the site that the House committee adopted and agreed to. The
Massachusetts avenue site, in contra({istinction to the C street
site, was the Senate plan—not as against the present law, but
only between the two sites. The House must not misunderstand
as to the proposition which was urged upon these roads.

Mr. SH_ER%! AN. Iaskthegentleman toyield for a single ques-
tion. Was I not correct in my statement that the first application
for a change of law two years ago came from the Government
rather than from the railroad?

Mr. BABCOCK. So far as the Massachusetts avenue site is
concerned, that is correct. I found the plans for a union station

at C street on file in the Commissioners’ office, much to my sur-
prise, after our committee had adopted the plan.

Mr. PEARRE. Was not that plan inaugurated by the Senator?

Mr. BABCOCK. I think not—not the C street site.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will occupy only a moment more. This
is a matter of dollars and cents. f;: is a matter in which the Dis-
trict Committee has songht to do full justice to the roads; and I
believe that the only way in which this matter can be properly
and equitably adjusted is for the House to vote down the motion
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I ask you, Mr. Speaker,
how can we, or any of us, defend ourselves in voting to the Balti-
more and Ohio Railroad Company the sum of $500,000 when the
é?cégo%?}%? the figures show that by this legislation they save

Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays on this proposition,
becaunse I believe that every man who votes upon it should make
his record.

Several MEMBERS. That is right.

Cries of ‘* Vote!** ** Vote! ]

e SPEAKER. Isaseparate vote demanded upon the amend-
ments of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? [A pause.] If not,
they will be submitted in gross.

Mr. LATIMER. I should like to make a motion, as a substi-
tute for the two motions already pending, that the House ask for
a free conference with the Senate.

The SPEAKER. That is not in order now.
derstands, the yeas and nays are demanded.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 157, nays 101,
answered ‘‘ present’’ 10, not voting 83; as follows:

As the Chair un-

YEAS—157.
Acheson, Deemer, Jackson, Md. Ryan,
Adam Dick, Jenkins, Bchirm,
Aexander, Dovener, Joy, Seott,
Allen, Me, Dmipor. Kahn, Shattue,
Ball, Del. Dwight, Ketcham, Shelden,
Bankhead, Eddy, Kluttz, Sherman,
Bartholdt, Emerson, Knapp, Showalter,
tes, Evans, Kyle, EibIcY,
Beidler, Fitzgerald, Lacey, Smal
Bellamy, Fletcher, Lan Smith, TIL.
Billmeyer, Flood, ] er, Smith, Iowa
Bishop, Foerderer, Lester, Smith, H. C.
Blackburn, Fordney, Lewis, Southwick,
Blakeney, Foster, Lindsay. Spar) n,
Boreing, Fowler, ._.ittleﬂaid. Sperry,
Brandegee, Gardner, Mich. ..aong. Steele,
Bristow, Gardner, N. J. Loudenslager, = Stewart, N.Y.
Brownlow, Gibson, Lovering, Storm,
Bull, Gillet, N. Y. MceDermot: Sulloway,
Burk, Pa. Goldfogle, McLachlan, Swann,
Burke, S. Dak. Gordon, Mahon, Tawney,
Burleigh, Graff, Martin, Tayler, Chio
Butler, Pa. Graham. Mercer, Taylor, Ala.
Calderhead, Greene, Mass. Mickey, Thayer,
Capron, Grosvenor, Miller, Thomas, Iowa
al, Grow, Moody, Tom%kim;. Ohio
Cassingham, Hanbury, Morgan, Van Voorhis,
Conner, Haskins, Morrell, Vreeland,
Coombs, Haugen, Moss, ‘Wachter,
Corliss, Hay, Nevin, ‘Wadsworth,
Creamer, Heatwole, Newlands, Wanger,
Cromer, Hedge. Norton, ‘Warner.
Crowley, %{E urn, Olmsted, Warnock,
Crumpacker, A Dverstreet, Weeks,
Curtis, Hooker, Palmer, Wiley,
Cushman, Hoplkins, Patterson, Pa. Woogs.
¥ Howell, Pearre, Young.
Davey, La. Hughes, Powers, Mass.
Davis,'Fln. Irwin, Ransdell, La.
Dayton, Jack, Roberts,-
NAYS—101.
Adamson, Esch, Little, Robinson, Ind.
Allen, Ky. Feely, Livingston, Robinson, Nebr.
Babecock, Finley, Ll Xd. Rucker,
Ball, Tex, Fleming, MeAndrews Russell,
Bell, Foss, MeCulloch, Scarborough,
Bowis, Gaines, W. Va., Maddox, Shallenberger,
Breazeale, Gardner, Mass.  Msahoney, Sheppard,
Brick, Gilbert, Miers, Ind. Bim?i
Brown, Gill, Moon, b]ai' en,
Brundidge, Hemenway, Mudd. Smith, Ky.
Burgess, Henry, Conn, Needbam, Smith, 8. W.
Burkett, Henry, Tex, Neville, Snodgrass,
Burton, Hitt, Otjen, Southrrd,
Butler, Mo, Hollld:cr, Padgett, Stark,
Candler, Howard, Parker, Sulzer,
Cannon, ull, Payne, Tate,
Clayton, Johnson, Perkins, Thomas, N. O
Cochran, .F{cliles. Va. ?ioerce, o e ble,
Cooney, Kehoe, wers, Me, nderwood,
Cuopax}r. Tex. Kern, Randell, Tex. ‘W hite,
Cowherd, Kitchin, Clande  Reid, ‘Williams, IIL
Darragh, Kitchin, Wm. W. EREhea, Williams, Miss.
De Armond, Lamb, Richardson, Ala. Zenor
Dinsmore, Latimer, Richardson, Tenn
Dougherty, Lawrence, Rixey,
Driscoll, Lewis, Ga. Robb,
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—10.
Benton, Mann, Morris, Robertson, La.,
Foster, IIL Mﬂg;!;&l‘d, Prince,
Hamilton, Metcalf, ¥
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NOT VOTING—83.

Aplin, Douglas, Lever, Shafroth,
Barney, Edwards, Littauner, Skiles,
Bartlett, Elliott, Lou Smith, Wm. Alden
Belmont, Flanagan, MeCall, Snook,
_Bin%hnm, Fox, McCleary, Spight,

Boutell, ines, Tenn, MeClellan, Stephens, Tex.
Bowersock, Gillett, Mass, McLain, Stevens, Minn,
Brantley Gilass, McRae, Stewart, N. J.
Bromwel Glenn, Marsha Sutherland,
Broussar G i Meyer, La. Swanson,
Burleson, Green, Pa. Minor, Talbert,

Burnet Griffith, Mondell, Thom:
Caldwel Griggs, Mutehler, 'l‘lrraﬁ.

Tlark, Henry, Miss, Naphen, Tom(ﬁ'kins, M. X.
Connell, Hildebrant, Patterson, Vandiver,

x Jackson, Kana, 2 Watson,
Cooper, Wis. Jett, .&er. Wheeler,
(qcnsl_ns. %olnl;e:, Wash. gaeves,rt‘ Wﬂs(t):i,

Jurrier, eberg, u 00
Dahle, Knox. Salg%z Wright.
Davidson, Lasaiicr, Shackleford,

The Clerk announced the following pairs:

For the session:

Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. MAYNARD.

Mr, McCaLL with Mr. McCLELLAN.

For the vote:

Mr. ConnNELL with Mr. STEPHENS of Texas,

Mr, BRoMWELL with Mr. BENTON.

Mr. LitTAvER with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts,

Mr. MiNor with Mr. BURLESON.

Mr. Haymintox with Mr. Pou.

Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. LEVER.

Mr. BowERsocK with Mr. SNOOK.

Mr. Loup with Mr. McLAIN,

Mr. REEVES (against Senate amendment) with Mr, CALDWELL
(for Senate amendment).

Until further notice:

Mr. BouTELL with Mr. GRriGGS.

Mr. Morris with Mr. GLAss.

Mr, Moss with Mr. GoocH.

Mr. War. ALDEN SMITH with Mr., SHACKLEFORD.

Mr. PriNcE with Mr. GRIFFITH.

Mr. MeTcALF with Mr. \WHEELER.

Mr. BingaaM with Mr. ELiiorT,

Until Monday:

Mr. SUTHERLAND with Mr. FosTER of Illinois,

For the day:

Mr. McCLeArY with Mr. McRAE.

Mr. Touprins of New York with Mr. RoBERTSON of Louisiana.

Mr. KNOox with Mr. JACKsoN of Kansas.

Mr. JoNEs of Washington with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania.

Mr. Davipsor with Mr. Fox.

Mr, DABLE with Mr. BURNETT.

Mr. CoRRIER with Mr. BROUSSARD.

Mr. CoorER of Wisconsin with Mr. BRANTLEY,

Mr. BArRNEY with Mr. THOMPSON.

Mr. MoxpELL with Mr. Gaines of Tennessee.

Mr. SteEvess of Minnesota with Mr. SWANSON.

- Mr. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. VAXDIVER.

Mr. WricHT with Mr. WOOTEN.

Mr. TIRRELL with Mr. CONRY.

Mr. DovcLAs with Mr. MEYER of Lonisiana.

Mr. ArLIN with Mr. CLARE.

Mr. MaNN with Mr. JETT.

Mr. SEILES with Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee,

Mr. Cousins with Mr. BARTLETT.

Mr. WATsoN with Mr. PUGSLEY.

Mr. ReepEr with Mr. RUPPERT.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I voted ““no’ on the roll call. I
am paired with my colleague [Mr. JETT]. I desire to change my
vote and to answer ‘‘ present.”’

The Clerk called the name of Mr. MAXN and he answered *‘ pres-
ent.”

_ - The resnlt of the vote was announced as above recorded.

On motion of Mr. MORRELL, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

FIRST CUSTOMS CONGRESS OF AMERICAN REPUBLICS.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President of the United States:
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 5
I transmit herewith a rcporte&vl: the Secretary of Btate, with accompany-
ngs

T8, relative to the proc of the First Customs Congress of the
D e Hepubliss hold ot Now York in January, 1008
T DORE ROOSEVELT.

WmiTE HousEe, February 25, 1503,
_ The message and accompanying documents were ordered to be
printed, and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means.
. WILLIAM W. M'ALLISTER.

. iBy unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. SxiTH of Towa, leave
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without

leaving copies, the papers in the case of William W. McAllister,
Fifty-seventh Congress, no adverse report having been made
thereon.

» HOUSE BILLS LAID ON THE TABLE.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following House bills,
similar to Senate bills that have passed the House, with the re-
quest that the House bills be ordered to lie on the table; which

est, by unanimous consent, was agreed to:
re%. R. 9676. A bill appropriating the receipts from the sale and
disposal of public lands in certain States and Territories to the
construction of irrigation works for the reclamation of arid lands;

H. R. 12018. A bill to authorize a resurvey of certain lands in
the State of Wyoming, and for other purposes;

H. R. 14107. A bill adjusting certain conflicts respecting State
school indemnity selections in lieu of school selections in aban-
doned military reservations;

H. R. 16760. A bill granting the Central Arizona Railway Com-
pany a right of way for railroad purposes through the San Fran-
cisco Mounntains Forest Reserve, in the Territory of Arizona;

H. R. 16882. A bill to establish a light-house depot for the Sec-
ond light-house district, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts;

H. R. 15201. A bill to allot the lands of the Cherokee tribe of
Indians in Indian Territozg. and for other purposes;

H. R. 6539. A bill providing for the extension of the Loudoun
Park National Cemetery, near Baltimore, Md.;

H. R. 16974. A bill permitting the building of a dam across the
St. Croix River at or near the village of St. Croix Falls, Polk
County, Wis.;

H. R. 17244. A bill to provide for the removal of persons ac-
cused of crime to and from the Philippine Islands for trial;

H. R. 17155. A bill to authorize the Pittsburg, Carnegie and
Western Railroad Company to construct, maintain, and operate
a bridge across the Allegheny River;

H. R. 1114. A bill for the relief of the heirs of Aaron Van Camp
‘and Virginius P. Chapin;

H. R. 17237. A bill removing fire limit on post-office grounds
at Bridgeport, Conn.;

H. R. 17446. A bill authorizing the Secretary of State to cause
the destruction of invoices filed in consular offices for more than
five years:

H. J. Res. 203. A joint resolution authorizing the Secre of
War to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West
Point Artaro R. Calvo, of Costa Rica;

H. R. 16458. A bill to expedite the hearing and determination
of snifs in equity pending or hereafter brought under the act of
July 2, 1890, entitled **An act to protect trade and commerce
againsy nnlawful restraints and monopolies; ! y

H. R. 14375. A bill to anthorize the President to appoint Brig.
Gen. H. C. Maman to the grade of major-general in the United
States Army on the retired list;

H. R. 948. A bill for the relief of William Dugdale, postmaster
at Noroton Heights, Conn.; and

H. Res. 254. A resolution referring claim of R. H. Dunaway to
Court of Claims.

INCREASE OF PENSION FOR LOSS OF LIMBS.

Mr, SULLOWAY. My, Speaker, I call up the conference re-
Eort on the bill (S. 4850) to increase the pensions of those who

ave lost limbs in the military or naval service of the United
States or are totally disabled in the same.

The SPEAKER. The ﬁfntleman from New Hampshire calls
up a conference report, which will be read by the Clerk.

The conference report and statement were read.

[For text of the conference report and statement see record of
House proceedings of February 24.] ]

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I hardly think it necessary
to malke any statement. I think this matter is well understood
by the House. The logic of it all is that the Senate has agreed to
all of the amendments of the House with two exceptions, one
increasing the sions of all who lost limbs at any time up to
date, whereas the House fixed the limit previous to 1886.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I should like to ask the gentleman
a question.

SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. SULLOWAY. Most certainly.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Does the gentleman from New
Hampshire think that in case this report is voted down there is
any possible chance to get the Senate to agree to the amendments
of the House increasing the pensions of soldiers drawing pensions
under the act of 1890 for twelve months’ service, and totally help- -
less, to $30 a month?

Mr. SULLOWAY. If the gentleman will pardon me—not the
slightest. The conferees stood out for that until there was abso-
lutely no hope that that could be done at this session of Congress.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. The House conferees were all in

favor of that amendment?
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M;. SULLOWAY. Unanimously; and stood for it for several
weeks.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Tllinois.
the amendment by the Senate?

Mr. SULLOWAY. Not the slightest. g

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The House has adopted a liberal

licy toward the old soldier. Many service pension bills have
ggen introduced and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. Some of them are based solely on service, and some have
an age limit. The members of the committee generally favor a
gervice pension and are of the opinion that a man’s honorable
service anll his discharge should, as near]gr as possible, be made
his pension certificate. Of course it would require more than his
discharge if the soldier draws his pension for injury received or
disease incurred while in the line of service. His disabilities may
be fur in excess of any that could be compensated by a mere
service pension. The expert accountant has been at work and
attempts to show that the increase of cost would beso great that
some members of the committee are not quite ready to subscribe
to a service pension. I believe such a bill wounld pass the House
if prezented. For one, I am not scared off by this 1_imm: claim of
increased cost. I wonld much prefer to rely on the figures pre-
sented by our distingunished and worthy chairman of the com-
mittee. But whichever ma{ Erove correct, I am not ready to
abandon a service pension. Let the cost be what it will, I am in
favor of taking care of the men who fight the battles.

When Senate bill No. 4850, known as the limbless bill, was
taken up for consideration, the Committee on Invalid Pensions
amended the same by adding section 2, which provides for a pen-
sion of $30 a month for all honorabl{ discharged soldiers with
one year’s service who are totally helpless and require the aid and
attendance of another. The House promptly passed the Senate
bill with this section added. The Senate refused to concur, and a
conference was the result. The House conferees have insisted on
this amendment; the Senate conferees declined to agree to the
same. The House is now called on to say whether its conferees
shall further insist or will the House recede. I desire to state
that, personally, I am heartily in favor of the House amendment.
I believe this great and generous Government is desirous of tak-
ing care of any and every honorably discha soldier who is
paralyzed, blind, or rendered wholly helpless for any cause, and
that none of her citizens who risked their lives for the Republic
when it was in great peril should ever be compelled to become an
inmate of any public almshouse. Your conferees have labored
with diligence, but have been unable to induce the Senate con-
feeres to concur in the House amendment.

I do not think it worth while to insist longer, but think the
House must recede or the bill increasing the limbless soldiers’
pension must suffer defeat. This wounld bs wrong and injurious
to the men who gave for their country that which was next to
their lives—a limb or limbs. These men are getting old, and
have suffered and endured for forty years privations and pains
that no language can describe. Shall we increase their pension
or shall we further insist and thereby defeat their bill? As much
as I dislike to, I am ready to recede and pass the Senate bill. To
defeat the Semate bill would not in any way aid the class of
goldiers we would provide for the House amendment. My
rule of action has always been to do as much good as I could and
as little harm as possible. So in this instance I favor the passage
of this bill, thereby doing justice to this one veg worthy class and
then keep up the agitation, hoping that in the course of time
public sentiment will become so strong and outspoken as to move
the di Senate to do its duty to all classes of soldiers, as all
endured and suffered much that the Union of States might re-
main forever.

I desire again to call the attention of the House and the coun-
try to another evidence of the fact that this is a united country.
Every bill that has been reported to the House by the Invalid
Pensions Committee has met with approval and the House.
There has been no division along or sectional lines. The
Representatives of the Southern States have been as liberal and
generous to the Union soldiers as have been the Representatives
of the Northern States. Where a Union soldier has become a
resident of a Southern State, we find his Representative in Con-
gress presenfing his claims and urging a bill for his relief as
persistently and with as much good will and enthusiasm as an
of the Representatives from the Northern States. The new Sou
and the new North stand as one man for everything and every
man who wrought for the great American Republie.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker,Idesire to ask the chairman
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions a question.

Mr. SULLOWAY. Iyield tothe gentleman.

Mr. ALEXANDER. hat is the reason why the Senate will
not allow the House provision granting $30 a_month to soldiers
unable to take care of themselves or requiring the constant attend-
ance of another to remain in the bill?

There was no hope of agreeing to

Mr, SULLOWAY. The Senate conferees took the position that
it does not follow necessarily that their disabilities were con-
tracted in the service, and they had some information or figures
which they presented, which I think were tremendously exagger-
ated as to the burden it would impose upon the Government,
and these were the arguments or reasons that were presented,
and finally they said that they would not recommend the amend-
ment to their body under any conditions during this session of
Congrqsélg. I presume I ought not to say anything further on that
proposition.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report of
the committee of conference.

The question was taken, and the report was agreed to.

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report npon
thhe bill (H. R. 16567) making appropriations for the support of
the Army. :

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa calls up the con-
ference reII,‘,.i'[l;t on the Army amriation bill.

Mr. HULL. DMr. Speaker, unanimons consent that the
statement only may be read.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent, that the statement only be read. Is there objection?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. DBefore consent is given,
maﬁrl ask the gentleman if that is a unanimous report?

. HULL. It is a unanimous report.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. All the conferees have
signed it?

Mr. HULL. A1l the conferees have signed it. .

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then I do not object.

The SPEAKER. It is so ordered.

[For conference report and statement, see page 2500.]

Mr. HuLL and Mr. SULZER rose.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. HULL. Does the gentleman desire any time to discuss it?

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman from
Towa if that provision in the bill regarding retirement has been
eliminated? From the reading of the report I believe it has.

Mr. HULL. The amendment of the ateinregard to retire-
ment has been eliminated by the Senate receding from their
amendment.

Mr. SULZER. And there is no provision now in the bill re-

garding retirement?

Mr. . Not at all.

Mr. SULZER. Then I wish to say that I regret very much
that provision has been left out. Iwasin favor of it and thought

it was practically agreed to. If I had been on the conference
committee I would not have consented to striking that provision
out. It should be in, and T wounld have insisted on keeping it in.
But it is too late now, I regret to say, to do anything. Some
other time I shall do what ought to be done in this matter.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, if there is no other question, I will
ask for a vote on the report.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire a minute or two. As
I understand it, the item for the purchase of the Heitman manu-
script has been agreed to in the conference?

Mr. HULL. It has not. I will say to the gentleman from
Texas that on all the amendments where a separate vote was
demanded the conferees accepted the action of the House as in
the nature of an instruction, while it was not a positive instruc-
tion. And while all the conferees were agreed, after an exami-
nation of the matter, that the Heitman amendment should be
incorporated in the bill, ont of deference to the House, and there
being no instruction in regard to the matter, it was decided to
report it back disagreed to, with the nnderstanding that a motion
was to be made to concur in the Senate amendment.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I wounld like to have two or
three minutes.

Mr. HULL., Well, that matter is not up now. If the gentle-
man wants it now I will gladly yield; but the gquestion is upon
the adoption of the report, and the next will be on that motion.

Throt SI.{’EAK.ER The question is on agreeing to the conference
- ; : :

r. THAYER. Mr. Speaker— _
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?
Mxt'l.i THAYER. For the purpose of asking the gentleman a
uestion.
3 Mr. HULL. I yield to the gentleman. i

Mr. THAYER. What provision is there in the bill now for
the purchase of Balls Bluff battlefield? Is it in the bill?

. HULL. Itisnot. The Senatereceded from their amend-
ment; go that is eliminated from the bill.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on agreeing to the confer-
ence report.
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The guestion was taktzn; and the report of the committee of

conference was .
Mr. HULL. . Speaker, I regret that the gentleman from
Virginia, the representative of the minority npon the conference,
I am instructed, Mr. Speaker, now to move that the
Homse recede from its disagreement to amendment No. 3 and agree
to the same, and I will ask the Clerk to read amendment No. 3.
The Clerk read as follows:

b Secretary from Francis B. athn;:i
ﬁeau}oEl%ialz m, the mugfcr‘run?mw Begismrotntlg Uni
Btates Army, compiled from the official records of the War Department from
1789 to the date of the passage of this act, $3,000, to be immediately available;
and for printing an edition of 6,000 oo%m of said register gthe Public
Printer, 1000 for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the Honse of Rep-
resentatives, and 3,000 for the War Department, and from the copies allotted
to the War Detg‘rtment each Government depository shall be supplied with
one copy, §12,000.

Mr. HULL. Iwill nowask the Clerk to read also the following
letter from the Secretary of War, which I send to the Clerk’s desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

= War I}zrm.
ashington, February 25, 1903,
Hon. Joux A.T. Hu 2ating

L,
Chairman Commitiee on Military Affairs,
House of Representatives, Wi D.C

8w U a suggestion that I should advise your committes whether or
not I am In favor of having the ‘‘amendment for the purchase and m'intlnﬁ

of the Heitman Army Register  retained in the Army app: tion bill,
have the honor to say that this provision was referred to me by the Senate
wns returned
concurred in the report of the

t month for zfg‘mommendm and
to the committee with a statement that I 1
Ad%umnt,(}unaml thereon, recommending favorable action.

he chiefs of the several War Department bureaus and other prominent
officers of the Army, the er of Pensions, the Aunditor for the War
tment, and other public officials, whose opi

De; as to the value of a
publication of this sort are entitled to the grea consideration, and who
will have ocecasion to use it ¢ tantly if it be ‘,havestmug}{'w
themselves in favor of the pro; legislation, and I do not te to
lcuep%t_helr viewsri.‘rllu matter, B
ery respect ' ELIHU 00T
A Secretary of War.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker—

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the
gentleman from Mlinois?

Mr. HULL. I will yield for a question.

Mr. MANN. Isuppose it is toolate to make any changein the
wording of the amendment. But if it should be agreed to, I
notice that it provides for the publication of 3,000 ies for the
use of the War Department, out of which the public depositories
shall receive one each. I wish to call attention to the law which
provides that wherever a public document is printed, there goes
with the order the usnal number, which means one for each
member of Congress, one for each executive office, and one for
each public depository. So, under this amendment the public
depositories will receive two copies of this volume if it is ordered
printed. I ask if there is any way of escaping that now?

Mr. HULL. 1 should say we had better adopt it or rejectit as
a whole. I domnotthink that ought to be a sufficient objection to
it. I will now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. SLAYDEN].

Mr. SLAYDEN., Mr. Speaker, the two Honses have so nearly
agreed, the only point of difference being the appropriation
to purchase Mr. Heitman's manuscript and publication of the
list of the officers of the Army, that I am not disposed to make

any captious opposition. I will content myself with saying that

I believe it is an nnnecessary expenditure, and that it is waste
and extravagance. Private publishers have printed such books
heretofore, and I know of no reason for believing that private
publishers will not print such books hereafter. These books are
to be printed at the public expense for gratuitous distribution.
The compilation was made by a clerical official in the War De-
partment, and the demand for it, which has caused this legisla-
tion, was skillfully created. I think the item ought not to pass,
but I shall make no further objection to it.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I have no personal interest in this

whatever. I know nothing about it except what has come to me
from the War Department. I know the conferees were
willing to incorporate it into the report and let it all go together,
and I believe from the evidence that we have had submitted tous it
will be one of the valuable publications as a book of reference
only. Now, if there is no further debate desired, I ask for a vote.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves to recede
and concur in this amendment. °

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to.

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote
was laid on the table.

ASSET CURRENCY,

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now re-
solve itself into Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 16228,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey moves that
the House now resolve itself into Committee of the ¥ House

on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering House
bill 16228, the national-bank bill.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr,
BARTLETT) there were—ayes 53, noes 29.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is

no quorum present.

SPEEKER. The Chair is clear that there is no quorum
present. The officers will close the doors and the Clerk will call
the roll; those in favor of the motion of the gentleman from New
Jersey will vote ‘““aye; " those opposed will vote “no;*’ and those
present not wishing to vote will say * present.” The officers will
bring in the absentees.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 135, nays 80,
answering * present’’ 28, not voting 108; as follows:

YEABS—135.
Acheson, Dick, . How Palmer,
Adams, Draper, Hgﬁt.la&, 2 Parker,

Alexander, Dnscnﬁ. H Patterson, Pa.
Allen, Me. Dwight, Irwin, Payne,
Babceock, Emerson, Jack, Pearre,

Ball, Esch, Jackson, Md. Perkins,
g:ney, Emni, il’(oy. P Powers,

es, Fletcher, etcham,! Powers, Mass,
Bishop, o o e, Hobertd,

op, 088, Lan
Boreing, Foster, Vt. Lawrence, Bchirm,
Erandegee, Fowler, Lessler, Shattue,
Brick, Gaines, W. Va. indeay, Bhowalter,

Wa Gardner, Littaner, ibley,

Bmxjﬂ Gardner, Littlafield, mith

Bro W Gibson, Long, Smith, Jowa
Bur, Gill, Bmith, H. C.
Bm'E: Pa Gillet, N. Y. Smith, 8. W.
Burke, 8. Dak. Gillett, Massa, MecCleary, Bouthwick,

ton, Graff, g MeClellan, ¢ O

Butler, Pa. Gr MeDermott, le,
Calderhead, Greene, Mass, MeLachlan, Btewart, N. J.
Cannon, Grosvenor, Marshall, Whey,
Capron, Hamilton, Martin, Tayler, Ohio
Cassel, Hanbury, Mercer, yer,
Conner, Miller, Van Voorhis,
Coom‘?ﬂs. Haugen, Minor, YVreeland,
Cor Hedge, Moody, achter,
Cromer, Hemenway, Morgan, muger,
Crum Henry, Mudd, Warner,
Currier, Hepburn, N Warnock,
Dﬂmu‘h, meE, Nevin, ‘goods.
Davyidson, Hc'flr}day. Overstreet,

NAYS—80.
Adamson, Lloyd, Sheppard,
Al pme s Kiaw, o
n ckey.

Boll ilbert, Miers, Ind. Bnall,
Benton, Goldfogle, Moon Bmith, Ky.
Billmeyer, Gooch, oville, Snodgrass,

Bowie, o, gordm:, gm‘toa‘ Ei.gmo

Breazea Tiggs, par.

Brundi Hay, Eandell, Tex, Btark,
Burleson, Henry, Tex, Ra: La. Sulzer,
Caldwell, How: Rhea, Swann,
Candler, Johnson, Richardson, Ala. te,

Cla Kehoe, ey, ‘Thomss, N. C.

Kern, Robb, Thompson,
Cowhe Kitchin, Clande  Robertson, La. Trimble,
Crowley, Kitchin, Wm. W, Robinson, Ind. Underwood,
De Armond, Kluttz, Russell, White,

Dougherty, Latimer, Rucker, Wiley,

Feely, Lester, Ryan, Will m.
Finley, Livingston, Scarborough, Williams, Miss,

ANSWERED “PRESENT"—£8.
Bartl Lewis, Pa. Otje
Bou Davey, La ] a, . &‘
Cassing’ ynan t
Coombs, Deemer, Metcalf, Shad.tk'leford,
Cooney, T gost.e r, IIL. ﬁonda.lll}.. fgg.lpll;?berm
Cooper, enkins, orre. ns,
i Knapp, M Taylor, Ala,
NOT VOTING—108,

in, Eddy, Lassiter, Shafro
Ball, Tex, Edwar Lever, Shsﬁd{a‘uf-],11

Bartholdt, Elliott, Lewis, Ga. 8
Bellamy, Flanaga Little, Bkiles,
Belmont, Fordney, Loudenslager, Smith, Wm. Alden
Bingham, Fox, Lovering, Southard,
Blackburn, Gaines, Tenn, McAndrews, Spight,
Blakeney, Gardner, N. J, MeCuiloch, Sgavens, Minn,
Bawersoc'k, ines, McLain, Stewart, N. Y.
Brautley Glenn, McRae, Btorm,
Bromw Green, Pa. Maddox, Sulloway,
Bro Griffith, on, Sutherland,
Bull, Grow, Meyer, La. Swanson,
Bater B, e oy Mutehl g";lmaa,’l :

-} Danry, utehler, Lo}

Burne E_ilde{rmnt., Naphen, Tirrell, it
Butler, ker, Newlands, Tompkins, N. Y,
Clark, Hopkins, Patterson, Tenn, Tompkins, Ohio
Connell, Jac. Eans. Piarce, Vandiver,
Conry, . J Pou, Wadsworth,
Curtis, Jones, Va. Pugsley, Watson,
Dm(:uslm.n. Jones, Wash RaeRe c{eﬁ. ‘Weeks,

n, i Wheeler,
Davis, Fla. Kleberg, Richardson, Tenn. Wi
ors, Knox, Ro n, Nebr. Wooten,
Douglas, {yle, Bu Wright.
" Lacey, Belby, .
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So the motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of
the Whole for the consideration of House bill 16228 was agreed to.

The following additional pairs were announced:

For the session:

Mr. DayroN with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana,

Mr. KEanx with Mr. BELMONT.

Mr, BROMWELL with Mr. CASSINGRAM,

Mr. DEEMER with Mr. MUTCHLER.

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT.

Until further notice:

Mr. DovENER with Mr. BROUSSARD.

Until Friday next:

Mr, Scort with Mr. JACESON of Kansas,

For the balance of the day:

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. WILsON,

Mr. ManoN with Mr. MApDOX.

Mr, BARTHOLDT with Mr. BELLAMY.

Mr. BLACEBURN with Mr. BUTLER of Missouri.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. DINSMORE,

Mr. BLARENEY with Mr, EDWARDS,

Mr. BowERSOCK with Mr. FLANAGAN,

Mr. BurLL with Mr. HENRY of Mississippi.

Mr. BurkEeTT with Mr. HOOKER.

Mr, BurrLeiGH with Mr. JoxEs of Virginia.

Mr. CurTis with Mr. MCANDREWS.

Mr. CusaMAN with Mr. KLEBERG.

Mr. Eppy with Mr. LASSITER.

Mr. ForpNEY with Mr. LITTLE.

Mr. GArDNER of New Jersey with Mr. McCuLLOCH.

Mr, Hopkixs with Mr. NEWLANDS.

Mr. KyLE with Mr. Davis of Florida.

Mr. LEwis of Pennsylvania with Mr. NAPHEN,

Mr. OrJEN with Mr. Pou.

Mr, SHELDEN with Mr. REID.

Mzr. SouTHARD with Mr. RoBinsox of Nebraska.

Mr. StrorM with Mr. SzLBY. :

Mr. SuLLowAY with Mr, TALBERT.

Mr. Taomas of Towa with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama.

Mr, WapswoRrTH with Mr. ZENOR.

Mr. Tompkins of Ohio with Mr. SPIGHT.

On this vote:

Mr. HeATwoLE with Mr. BRANTLEY.

Mr. Grow with Mr. RicHARDSON of Tennessee.

Mr. LAcEY with Mr. SHAFROTH.

Mr. BouTELL with Mr. GriGGS.

Mr. LoveErING with Mr. PIERCE.

The result of the vote was announced as above stated.

A quorum being present, the Doorkeeper was directed by the
Speaker pro tempore (Mr. Apams) to open the doors. i

The House, in pursaance of the vote just taken, resolved itself
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union (Mir.
LAWRENCE in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the
bill (H. R. 16228) providing for the issue and circulation of
national-bank notes.

Mr. PUGSLEY obtained the floor and said: I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRAEAM].

Mr. aRA.HAM. Mr. Chairman, I represent, in Earb, a pecul-
iarly wage-earning community, the densest hive of human indus-
try on the face of the earth—Pittsburg, Allegheny County, Pa.—
the center of the greatest population in the United States outside
of New York a.ngr Philadelphia, and what is now acknowledged
to be the greatest manufacturing section of the world. Of course
it will be conceded that it requires money, and large amounts of
it, to carry on this manufacturing. and as an evidence of its exist-
ence there I will state that the capital, surplus, and deposits of
the banks—national, State, and savings—of this one county exceed
the combined capital, surplus, and deposits of the banks of eight
Southern States—viz, Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Loni-
siana,. Mississippi, and North and South Carolina—represented
in this Congress by 57 Members. ,

Currency is only a tool, an implement, for use in the hands of
the business men of the conntl;j;. Common sense suggests that
the people who need to work in this country should have all the
tools or implements that they need to work with, whether it be
axes, shovels, hoes, hammers, steam engines, cars, or currency.
The greatest labor-saving instrument in use in the country to-day
is the currenecy, which is supplemented and enlarged many times
over by the nse of bank checks, but at the bottom of all the tre-
mendous use of credits, which are made by means of bank checks,
must be a currency sufficient in volume and flexibility to redeem
those checks in the actual legal tender of the country whenever
and wherever there may be any call or demand therefor. It is

well known that, in round numbers, about 95 per cent of the

business of the country is done by means of bank checks and
other instruments of credit which are not legal tender. This
medium is all very well for the larger commercial transactions,

but in many localities, and in none more than my own, there is a
strong demand and a continuous need for the actual circulating:
medium of the country, which must pass from hand to hand an
everywhere accepted for the purchase of commodities and the
payment of debts.

the extensive manufacturing industries of my section of the
country we have a single establishment employing 25,000 men,
and scores whose employees run into the thousands. These men,
as a rule,are paid every two weeks, and must be, or at least in ac-
cordance with established customs are, paid in cash—the actual
coin and paper money of the country. More currency per capita is
thereforerequired there thanin any othersection. The consequent
demand for currency is tremendous, and it must be met or the in-
dustries will suffer. Oftentimes the strain npon the banks to
meet and supply this demand is extreme. Why should this be?
There isnoreason at all why, with a properly regulated currency,
such as this bill would give us, we should not have a most ampia
supply of the circulating medinm whose use is so essential.

For months the country has known of the congestion of freights
and the consequent loss and damage to the business interests
from the shortage of cars to move the coal, iron, steel, and glass

ucts. It was most seriously feltin Pittsburg, whose railroad

nnage is, as I have already stated on the floor of this House,
greater than that of any other city in the world, being in excess
of the combined railroad tonnage of New York and Chicago.
Five thousand loaded railroad cars enter and de&aort daily, and
inclnd.inf the Connellsville coke region, over 2,000,000 railroad
cars are loaded there annually,

The inconvenience from the shortage of currency has been, and
is liable to continue to be, at times almost equally as serious as
the car shortage. Would anyone for a moment vote to keep
upon our statute books a law which wounld limit the number of
cars the railroad companies should be allowed to furnish for the
use of the public? ¥y, then, should the banks of the country,
which, in the form of currency, furnish to the business interests
of the country a feature as necessary as is transportation, be ham-
pered with a limit in the amount w{)ich they can put forth. TUn-
der wise and proper restriction they should be as free to furnish
currency when needed as the railroads are to furnish cars. In
both cases the law of supply and demand ought to have free play.
There should be no restriction placed upon the energies oP our
business men, nor should they be hampered for want of an ample
supply of this the most nseful adjunct of modern business—a
sound, safe, flexible currency. By the passage of this bill we will
be taking a long step in that direction. Through it we may hope
to be put on a Ysr in this respect with the other civilized coun-
tries of the world.

I have mailed copies of this bill to most of the bankers and
many of the leading manufacturers and business men of the
country, requesting their views upon this measure. Replies
have been almost invariably favorable, a few only making criti-
cism upon some minor feature of the bill.

I have endeavored briefly to present a few reasons from the
standpoint of a business man why I favor this bill, and I trust
the average good common sense of the members of this Congress
ﬁklead them to agree in placing this measure upon our statute

8.

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in-
quiry. For two days I have assiduously sought an opportunit;
to make a funeral oration on the now defunct ** Fowler bill.”’
have gone to the members of the committee and asked for time,
I have appealed to the Chair. No time has been allotted me; and
now I desire to know whether, in the progress of this debate, I
may have an opportunity to offer a few observations on the de-
mise of the celebrated ** Fowler bill.””

T. . Mr, Chairman, I would suggest to the gentlemen
on that side of the House, in reply to the parliamentary inquiry
of the gentleman from Alabama, that if they would stop filibus-
tering on that side of the House—

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman,Iwill not be lectured on good
manners by the gentleman from Connecticut, who knows noth-
ing about good manners. \

The CHAIRMAN. The committee willbeinorder. The Chair
will answer the parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman—

The CHATRMAN. The Chair desires to answer——

Mr. BARTLETT. But, Mr. Chairman, I hope before the Chair
answers it that he will it me to make a statement.

The CHAIRMAN. Very well.

ﬁr. g%ERTgTEB'I:’EI‘:ETAngr the House also. Mr. Chaimail;:_

T. / r. Chairman, a parliamen uiry.

Mr. KELUTTZ. ‘ Where are we at?”’ s s

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BArTLETT] if he did not demand
the lar order,

Mr. BARTLETT. I did; yes.




1903.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2665

The CHATRMAN. The committee will be in order. The Chair
desires at this time to answer the parlinmentary inquiry of the
gentleman from Alabama. The Chair will state that no arrange-
ment with reference to division of time has been made pending
this debate, that the Chair does not recall that the gentleman
from Alabama has ever arisen and addressed the Chair indicating
an intention or a desire to speak on the bill.

Mr, CLAYTON. Then I shall claim that privilege now.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that when the House
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole House the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. PUuGsSLEY] was recognized in his
own right, which gives him the privilege of proceeding for one
hour. He now has the flocr.

Mr. CLAYTON. Well, I just wanted to talk a little abouta
dead thing. [Laughter on the Democratic side.]

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair having answered the question,
the gentleman from New York has the floor.

Mr. PUGSLEY. Mr. Chairman, I will yield three minutes to
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, CLayToN]. [Applause on
the Democratic side. ]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is recog-
nized for three minutes,

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I wish I had longer time, not
to talk about this particular bill, for that is already dead, and we
ought not to say anything but good of the dead; but I would like
to point out some of the shortcomings of the Republican party in
the matter of currency legislation. Now, you have been in power
for six years, and session after session you have confessed your
incompetency to deal with the cmrrency question. You have
brought forward, after six years of assiduous labor, the Fowler
bill, which has been condemned by bankers, which has not met the
approval of the business interests of the country, and is now spit
upon by the Republican membership in this House, and awaits
only a few hours to receive some sort of decent form of inter-
ment.

You brought forward this bill which the gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. FowLER] undertook in a very labored argument to
explain, but he hasconvinced nobody, it seems, of its merits. He
brought forward five or six diagrams with zigzag marks on them
looking like Mount Pelee in eruption. [Laughter on the Demo-
craticside.] When we heard thatlong and extensive speech of his,
we thought that so.far as touching the financial question was con-
cerned we might as well have witnessed the eruption of Mount
Pelee. I was told that the gnides around the Capitol a few days
ago, in showing the curiosities, came upon these diagrams. The
visitors naturally enough said, ‘“What are these curious things?”
The guides said, *“This is Mr. FowLER'S illustration of the erup-
tion of Mount Pelee.”” [Laughter.]

Now this is the Fowler bill. Mr. Chairman——

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. .

Mr. GRIGGS rose.

Mr. CLAYTON. Oh, do ask for more time, I beg of you.
[L::Lughtfer.%7

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman may be allowed twenty minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Alabama may
be extended for twenty minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. FOWLER. I object.

Mr. CLAYTON. Ten minntes more will do.

Mr. GRIGGS. Then. Mr. Chairman, I ask for ten minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from (Georgia asks unani-
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Alabama be
extended for ten minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. FOWLER. I object.

Mr. CLAYTON. Oh, I won't hurt that dead thing of yours.
Let me have some time.

Mr, FOWLER. I donot think you could hurt anybody or any-

thing.

Mlg. CLAYTON. MaybeI could not. I certainly could not
hurt a thing as dead as youn and your bill are. [Laughter on the
Democratic side.] The House, just ont of respect to you, let you
make that oration the other day.

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my request that the
time of the gentleman may be extended for ten minutes be put.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman’s request has been put and
objection was made.
bﬂl;ir. CLAYTON. Well, let me print something about his dead

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr.
PuGsSLEY] i8 recognized.

Mr. PUGSLEY. Mr. Chairman, I will yield the gentleman
from Alabama ten minutes. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. CLAYTON. Well. yon see I am going to talk about your
dead thing, anyhow. Mr. Chairman, this Fowler bill will not
hand the name of its author down to posterity, because the child,

in order to transmit the name, must be at its birth at least a
breathing child. ¥ :

This Fowler bill has provision for a very great inflation of the
currency. It will stimnlate the organization of other banks, and
will probably increase our currency more than its aunthor, Mr.
FowLER, has estimated. But it does not meet the demand of the
country for emergency currency in times of financial stringency,
when panics are t:hreatened or panics are upon us. Now, let us
consider a few facts pertinent to this proposed legislation.

The ratio between deposits and currency in has been about
10 to 1 for a long period of time (see Comptroller’s reports). You
will observe, page 2, the amount held by banks, according to his
figures July 186, 1902, was $848,000,000, and the deposits July 1,
1902, were $9,158,000,000, or more than 10 to 1 as the ratio.

The difficulty in our finance is that money is hoarded and with-
drawn from circulation in periodic times of panic. This frightens
the banks, and they press their weakest borrowers and force their
assets on a ruinous market. The spirit of credit which is the
soul of business activity is profoundly affected and business
suffers more or less. :

Mr. Fowler states that the exchanges in 1902 reached $118,000,-
000,000. This is only external checks, and does not include the
internal checks of the reporting banks or either the internal or
external checks of the banks not in the clearing-house list. The
actual checks drawn, which constitute an ephemeral currency
would probably amount to a grand total of $300,000,000,000, or
about $1,000,000,000 per diem of the working days of the year.
The probable life of a check is between two and three days, so
that we would probably have in actual existence on an average
day of 1902 about §2,000,000,000 of ephemeral currency. consisting
of checks, drafts, acceptances, bills of lading, etc., which are re-
ceived as money and serve the purposes of commerce as well as
money. The Comptroller’s reports show that during the panics
of 1873, of 1884. of 1893 the clearings were suddenly contracted
50 per cent, which is a violent shrinking of this ephemeral cur-
rency, and that the disastrous results of such a situation are not to
be wondered at.

The value of the bill I suggest consists in the fact, first, that
the timid depositors of the country could not, by withdrawing the
currency from the banks for hoarding, thereby create mischief,
because a quick method of replacing such withdrawals is here
provided. (The Comptroller's reports for 1893 showed that over
18 per cent of the deﬁo&its were withdrawn from the national
banks between March and October of 1893, the currency being
forced back into bank by pressure on the weakest class of bor-
rowers.) But, second, the chief value of the bill I propose con-
gists in the fact that the business world, knowing that the Treas-
ury would afford money upon proper security, and thus that a
means was provided for restoring currency withdrawn for hoard-
ing, the timidity which the depositors now feel wonld be utterly
abated and no insensate fear wounld seize the depositors. This
has been demonstrated by the exgge;fnce of the Bank of England,
where panics have invariably, instantly stopped when a
ministerial it has been given the Bank of England to issue
£5 notes against other securities than gold.

The German method is exactly the one in principle proposed by
the bill introduced by me, the German law providing that the
Imperial Bank of Giermany may issue legal-tender notes against
other securities than gold (the bills receivable signed by two es-
tablished householders),under a penalty of aninterest tax higher
than the normal rate. The New York Clearing House in defaulf
of a better method use their joint credit to issue clearing-house
certificates, which serves the function of money and releases to
them large amounts of currency in times of panic. They also
use the device of issuing certified checks to depositors in suitable
cases, Such devices ought not to be permitted, being in violation
of law or of the right of the depositor. who may demand cur-
rency and get a certified check. -

The associated banks of New York have the power under pres-
ent conditions and periodic panics to use their great wealth to
speculate off of the violent fiuctuations in the purchasing power
of mone¥l and speculate on the misfortunes of the weaker mem-
bers of the great financial family conducting the business affairs
of this country.

The bill proposed by me will give commercial stability to this
country and enable the country to pursue in safety its magnifi-
cent structure established on the credit system by the use of
checks and drafts which renders intensely fluent the currency we
have. Yot will cbserve from the estimate on the volume of
checks and drafts that every dollar in the banks is probably used
once every day.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have introduced into this House, although
I may say that I am not a financier, and I do not think the author
of the Fowler bill can justly assert that he is—I have introduced
into this House the bill referred to and which some friends have
been kind enough to say would provide an emergency currency.
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I think it will meet some of the suggestions of the Secretary of
the Treasury. - Here is what he says in his last report:

Iamnot prmdutthis time to recommend braneh banks. Recentovents
confirm & pre opinien that the peculiar conditions of this conntry wonld
not be conserved by such a policy.
- ] * . - - .

I think a far better course, for the t at least, wonld be to vide an
elastic currency, available in every mz community and Bu.g:iant for
the needs of that locality. This, I think, can be momgished either in the
way I have intimated or by several other methods.

'Fhanewtmmt ds no one plan to the exclusion of all others.
It is the province of the

ma

e e S
3 no =
tbstthgcongmmmﬂ% them; but nltimate responsi-
present the purchase of outstanding Government bonds for the credit
e e
Treasury. The Damrtmmti.saut.ho??&it:l %i?::lltcmantmmmnm
mrityblauae m!%m&mﬁn ta.m} relief if:n c:;e of monetary s}:rfat:
e e T ogmmg of the bonds pledged for
its security at the advanced which vails whenever the Gov-
ernment becomes a purchaser. Thus the obj songht to be attained is
If authority were granted to make deposits without security
after special examination and at such rates of interest as the SBecretary of
the Treasury might determine, quite an element of elasticity would be pro-
vided whenéver & surplus of revenues existed. By advancing or lowering
the rate of interest an equilibrium could be maintamed throughout the coun-
, and the interest charge would more than cover any loss.

t if it should be deemed unwise to permit the loaning of public funds
without specific security, it certainly would be well to authorize df}nsim
direct from the 1 ry, and, as now, upon satisfactory security. such
nuthm-[l{.s had existed during the last few months, the something more than

,000,000 which was paid to the owners of Government bonds would bave

deposited in a large number of reserve cities throughout the cor iy
and the relief afforded would have been equally permanent and more ¥
appreciated. .

This bill that I have introduced des for an emergency
fand, the bills to be printed now to be kept by the of the
Treasury, and that those bills shall be issued to the holder of any
United States bonds upon his ;%glicaﬁon for that money. Upon
releasing the interest on his bonds to the Government he gets the

r value of his money in legal-tender Treasury notes. As the

w now is he can %0 t.imugh the indirect method of going to a
national bank—as I happen to know was done in the panic of
1893-94, where the bank was friendly—he can go to that bank, put
up the bonds and have the issue national-bank bills
and the bank turn them over to him, The difference between
this proposition and the national-bank tg;uposit;ion is that here
the Government pays to the concern that gets the money no
interest, whereas the perpetnation of this national banking sys-
tem and the Fowler bill proposition conbem;;};te that the Gov-
ernment shall surrender this governmental ction of issuing
money to a corporation on bonds, and at the same time pay them
the interest on the bonds. This proposition is to allow the bond-
holder to have the money issued directly to him, and he forfeits
the interest on his bonds.

Now, there are in round numbers $300,000,000 of bonds held b
national banks as a basis of their circulation. There are in roun
numbers $600,000,000 of outstandi interest-bearing United
States bonds not held by national and which are not used
a8 the basis of currency. In time of panic, if this proposition
were adopted, no doubt these bonds would uncover themselves
and be brought forward and be used as a basis of an emergency
fund and prevent a panic.

Here is the statement of the Secretary of the Treasuryas to ount-
standing bonds:

Hon. HExryY D. CLAYTON,
House of Representatives:

T received. Interest-bearing United States bonds outstanding to
date, nine hundred and fourteen million five hundredand forty-one thousand
four hundred and thirty; bonds on which interest bas ceased, one million
two hundred and twenty-nine thousand five hundred and ten; bonds held to
gpecure national-bank notes, three hundred and forty-one million nine hun-
dred and eighty-three thousand five hundred and seventy,

L. M. BHAW, Secrelary.

Another vice of the Fowler bill is this: You take the ratio be-
tween deposits and the currency in banks and if has been about
10 to 1 for a long period of time. ¥You will find that ont from
the Comptroller's report. You will observe on page 2 the amount
held by the banks, according to the figures July 16, 1902, to be
$848,000,000, and the deposits July 1, 1802, to be $5,158,000,000, or
more than 10 to 1. Your Fowler bill wonld pile up a currency.
but it does not lessen the chasm between deposits and money held
Dby the banks. And in every financial panic that is where the
trouble comes in. Under the Fowler bill you propose to issue
more money, but you do not lessen the ratio between deposits and
bank holdings. So, then, in a panic how would the Fowler bill,
with all of its inflations, help the country? How would it help to
cure this defect?

I ask leave of the House to extend my remarks in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 19, 1903.

rate borne bomn
o | within the limit of twelve months shall
to the Uni

g:ggsc;msenttoextmdhis remarks in the RECORD. Is there ob-
jection

There was no objection.

Mr. CLAYTON. Under this leave bill H. R. 17494 is printed:
A bill (H. R. 17404) to provide sn ;mergsncy circulation fund, and for other

urposes. .
Be it enacted, efc., That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby,
anthorized and directed to have printed and to keep on hand United Smbtzs
'I&-enaurg notes under a :ﬁ‘l aeccount to be called the “emergency circula-
tion fund.” Buch notes batu].lle%ﬂt.andar. Any citizen of the United
States shall have the :ﬁht to de t United States bonds, under rules and
regulations to be e of the Treasury, and receive
from such fund 100 per cent of the face value of such bonds in United
Btates Treasury notes, and shall have the rightat any time within twelve
months to redeem such bonds by repaying in United States notea
the amount so received by on account of such bonds, with interest at the
d on such amount. Failure to so redeem such bonds
rate as a forfeiture of ench bonds
ted States, and such bonds shall be sold to the highest bidder in the
open market, and Dbalance, after the payment of the princi of the
amount advanced, the interest on the same, and the e 4 2 paid
to the former owner of such bonds. Any moneys received from such sale
may be exi with other moneys in the Treasury, so that this fund shall
consist alone of Treasury notes, rincipal of all sums so advanced when
repaid shall be returned to the “emergency circulation fund,” and all in-
terest upon such sums shall be passed to credit of the Treasury under
miscellaneous receipts

The actual amount of notes held in the “emergency circulation fond™
shall never be less than $50,000,000 in excess of any outshuﬁlnfh:dmnoea.
Baid fund shall neither be increased nor diminished except in manner

Mr. PUGSLEY. Mr, Chairman, it is with some hesitation that
I take up for discussion a subject so broad and intricate as that
of currency reform, and particularly after it has already been
80 ably discussed upon the floor of this House.

A sound and stable currency is the lifeblood of a nation’s com-
merce and prosperity, and any legislation making radical changes
in our currency system is of vital importance not only to bank-
ing, financial, commercial interests, but to the people of the
whole country.

In discussing this measure, however, I am sustained and com-
forted by the words of the Psalmist: ‘‘ Surely He shall deliver
thee from the snare of the fowler” [langhter and applause], or,
asthe sweet singer of Israel said in enlarging upon the thought:
“Our soul is escaped as a bird out of the snare of the fowler, the
snare is broken and we are escaped.” [Laughter.] Itmay have
been that the sip'irit of prophecy, so marvelous in the days of that
sweet singer, looking with prophetic vision into the twentieth
century and beholding the evils threatening a great and good
people, nttered the words of hope and promise which I have just
guoted. That deliverance from the meshes of this measure will
be vouchsafed us I am assured.

The distingunished chairman of the Banking and Currency
Committee of this House has given much thought and conscien-
tious, if not laborious, effort to the preparation of the bills which

| he has presented dealin% with the currencysgstem of the country,

and it gives me great pleasure to say that I believe he has ren-
dered a patriotic service in bringing these great problems to the
attention of this House and the people of the entire country. I
most heartily commend the distinguished gemtleman from New
Jersey for the earnest effort he has made in the interests of cur-
rency reform. [Applause on the Republican side of the House.]
I have observed that his bill has been indorsed by certain of the
press of the conuntry as being one filled with ﬁolden promise even
though it is a paper measure. I wish I might be as sanguine of
the marvelous results of its enactment into law as my worthy
friend from New Jersey seems to be. .

I am reminded by this proposed legislation, Mr. Chairman, and
its anticipated benefits, of an incident of the memorable campaign
of 1896. A well-known and eloquent lawyer at a political meet-
ing in my native town was painting in glowing colors the desira-
bility of the free coinage of silver at 16 to 1, and the plenitude of
money under these conditions, when one of his hearers, an impe-
cunious and dissipated character of the town, called out: * Will
they bring it fo us, or will we have to go after it?” [Laughter.]

‘| Some men are of such sangnine temperament that if you show

them an egg the air is suddenly filled with feathers. [Langhter.]

In all legislation making ical changes in our currency sys-
tem we shounld rather err on the side of conservatism than enact
some measure which may be only speculatively good. We are
at present enjoying a fair measure of prosperity in spite of the
endeavor of coal dealers and certain combinations of eapital con-
trolling the necessities of life to abrogate all the prosperity to
themselves, and in spite of a supposed scarcity of the circulating
medinm of the country. As a matter of fact, however, we have
with few exceptions more currency in circulation than ever be-
fore in our country’s history, more per capita than any other
country in the world if we exclude, possibly, France. I therefore
very much guestion the necessity for a larger supply of a per-
manent circulating medium.

The American people at certain times are subject to a disease

real or imagined, which may be called ‘lack of money.” If is
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contaﬁuns, spreads rapidly, and we all have it—not the money,
but the disease. [Launghter.]. A supplementary currency that
would meet the demanﬂgs in certain seasons of the year, as during
the moving of the crops, and in times of panic, would, I believe,
prove a panacea and answer all requirements if ingrafted nupon
our present system. But such a supplemen currency should
be o?a character that it would contract naturally when the occa-
gion which called it into being ceased to exist. The last annual
report of the Treasn? Department showed that the unprece-
dented expansion which has been going on since 1897 continued
during the past year, nearly $60,000,000 having been added to the
currency during the month of October. It is interesting to note
that the money in circulation during the past five years has in-
creased over $600,000,000, or nearly 40 per cent in that period, and
under such conditions it wonld seem there is no necessity for a
large permanent increase in the country’s circulating medinm,
And yet it might be advisable to test a cerfain amount of asset
currency, provided it shall be issued under such restrictions that
it can not possibly become a primary issue in our financial sys-
tem. TFor I fully understand, Mr. Chairman, that we donot want
to perpetuate the public debt in order to supply a basis fora bond-
gecured circulation.

I have no doubt that a snpplementary currency based upon
assets might be made perfectly secureif it was thoronghly ed
in its issue with provisions for its prompt redemption, sufficiently
taxed to sugply a gnaranty fund, and also made secure by a pro‘}‘)gr
reserve of lawful money against outstanding circulation, @
American people may be ready to permit such a currency under
the conditions I have mentioned, but I do not believe they are
ready, particularly at the height of a nlative boom, to al-
low banks to issue paper money at their discretion.

There has been much criticism of our currency system, but
whatever there is of criticism our currency is sonnd beyond ques-
tion and good beyond peradventure. Iam not blind, Mr, Chair-
man, to its faults, but the bill now before us will not, in my
opinion, better existing conditions. Owur present system has for
forty years met the requirements of the oountr{l, with rare excep-
tion. What would have been the effect and the loss entailed if
we had had an asset currency pure and simple, rather than one se-
cured by Government bonds, is an unsettled problem. I know
that certain figures have been given based 11:2)011 the losses made
through the present currency system, but if no bonds had been
pledged and banking institutions could have been established all
over the country to issue currency upon assets only, the losses
would undoubtedly have been far greater than under the present

tem.
Byi[r. HILL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question?

Mr. PUGSLEY. Certainly.

Mr. HILL.. The gentleman has introduced a bill himself pro-
viding for 80 per cent of asset currency. The Fowler bill pro-
vides for 25 per cent. Is there any greater danger in 25 per cent
than in 80 per cent: and will the gentleman from New York [Mr.
PuUGSLEY] Bgn(lly tell the House how he has provided for a con-
traction of his assets under the terms of his bill?

Mr, PUGSLEY. In the bill I have introduced I will say that
I provide for 20 per cent of currency only at a slightly higher rate
ofp taxation than is provided in this bill, and on the other 10 per
cent a tax of 3 per cent.

Mr. HILL. Now,then,that is the reason I asked the question,
to have the gentleman make that answer. Will the gentleman
explain to the Honse how a tax on currency causes a contraction?

Mr. PUGSLEY, 1 think that is a very evident proposition.
If you put a heavy tax on the circulation, it will certainly return
when the rate of money depreciates.

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman explain how it is that a taxon
circulation has any effect upon its return when the bank which
issues the circulation, and not the people who hold it, pays the
tax? The people who have the circulation in use are not the per-
sons who pay the tax. Will the gentleman please explain how it
is that a contraction will be produced by a tax on the circulation?

Mr. PUGSLEY. I will sayto the gentleman from Connecticut
that, if I understand the human nature of bankers. I do not care
at what rate they get their circulation; they are going to get in
the market just all that is possible fo get, and it makes no differ-
ence whether that circulation costs them one-half of 1 per cent,
or 1 per cent, or 3 per cent. It is simply a matter of supply and
demand that fixes the rate. -

Mr. HILL. Certainly. But the gentleman does not answer
my question. He is the president of a bank.

Mr, PUGSLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield fnr-
ther. We had this all thrashed over in ourdiscussion a few days
ago, and I do not think it is essential either for the edification or
the instruction of this House that we should go again over these
questions.

It has been stated the system is a very expensive one, but I be-
lieve that it is far better to have an expensive currency than to

have one of doubtful quality, for the great essential of any cur-
rency is quality rather than quantity. Great Britain has an ex-
pensive system, but the quality and stability of her currencx is
unquestioned, and the pound sterling is the world’s standard of
value. Evi merchant, American, Spanish, or whatever na-
tionality, in Australia, the Philippine Islands, or in any other part
of the world, knows that the value of the pound sterling will be
maintained in Great Britain under all circumstances and that
the sum of money he puts there in January he will be able to get;,
as one has said, at the same value in the December of eternity,if
he calls for it then. I want tosee the world's standard the Ameri-
can dollar and our currency system s ing that of any other
nation on the face of the globe, but only by the most conservative
islation can this be accomtggﬂhed.

t should be remembered that money is the exponent or repre-
sentative of value in trade and exchanges, and fully meeting the
demands these make upon it, the desirability of an abundance of
currency ceases. For one does not need three horses to draw the
plow when one will do; and the smallest amount of money which
will transact the largest amonnt of business is a very near a
proach to a perfect ideal in business conditions. We should,
therefore, rather guard the stability of the currency than to seek
its undue expansion. .

I wish to read here an extract from an article by an English
writer in reference to this very question:
By a notable coincidence the rumigdtrtgéhen of the United States in the fis-

year ended June 30, 1902, amonn as much as the money in
tion. What more striking proof could e be of an ample, not to

say prodigal, supply of circulati um? The for the year in
qusafitm were nearly §1,382,000, and the imports 000,000, making to-
ether §2 985 000,000—only $51,000,000 less than the volume of currency availa-
le for turning themover. If our own stock of money were put on an equall
lavish footing it would have to be increased three or four fold. Wee&unﬁ
be smothe: in money and not know what todo withit. * * * The bare

facts o are mentioned, in order to show that the United States can not

m!y suffering from a searcity of currency in the ordinary meaning of
rm.

The bill before nus provides that any national bank having notes
outstanding in excess of 75 per cent of its paid-up capital, tosecure
the payment of which United States bonds have been deposited,
may, upon the deposit of lawful money for the redemption of such
excess, take out for circulation the notes provided for in this bill.
It does not make provision that a certain amounnt of bonds shall
be deposited for circulation, with the exception that in case a
bank holds 100 per cent of bond-secured currency it may be re-
duced to 75 cent of its capital without being brought under
the statute limiting the amount of notes that may be retired in
an% one calendar month to §3,000,000.

he bill is not, to my mind, sufficiently clear as to the power of
the bank to issue this 25 per cent of asset currency which has not
on deposit 75 per cent of the bank’s capital in Government bonds.
I presume the intent of the bill is to allow all national banks
holding the minimnm of bonds reguired under the present law
to issue such asset currency, but if such is the meaning of the
bill, it allows the large banks, which are only required by the
present law to hold $50,000 of bonds, to issue 25 per cent of the
asset currency, while the smaller banks thronghout the conntry
must hold 25 per cent of their capital in Government bonds be-
fore they can come under the national banking system or under
the provisions of this bill. It will be seen at once that a bank
having five million (or ten or twenty-five million) of capital, or
whatever the capital mag be in excess of $150,000, may issue this
asset currency with a deposit of only $50,000 bonds with the
United States Treasury, which seems to be a very unjust dis-
crimination among the banks of the country. You can readily
understand that a bank with $25,000,000 of capital, having 850,000

of bonds on deposit in the Treasury, can issne over §6,000,000 of
asset currency, and other banks of less capital in like pro ion.
There is a provision also that the same reserve shounld be held

against this circulation as is now held against deposits. I believe
that the reserve against circulation should be uniform all over
the country, and that some banks should not be required to hold
25 per cent reserve while others are required to hold only 6, and
that 10 p!;:r cent or 15 per cent would be ample in addition to the
amonnt held in the gnaranty or reserve fund.

I question whether a better system of redemption can beevolved
than the one now in use. I have been informed by bankers
thrm?hout the country that at least 60 per cent of the currency
issned by their banks is redeemed during the year. It would
seem from this fact that the redemption system works admirably,
and, as some bankers of n%ears of experience have said to me, is
far superior to the old Suffolk system.

The bill under discussion, however, provides that the country
shall be divided into districts, that in each district there shall be
a city of redemption, and that notes going beyond the district
of their issue shall be accepted by banks at par, but shall be re-
turned to their proper district by the banks receiving them and
not paid out by those banks, :
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The American people have become so accustomed to a currency
good in any part of the United States that I do not believe they
will willingly depart from such a currency and adopt any plan
or system which will result in a circulation that may be at a dis-
count outside of its own district, and which will lead to an ex-
amination by the banks of everi bill that passes through their
hands. To-day a national-bank bill passes readily in any part of
the United States. We do not even look to see whether it was
issued in California, New York, Maine, or Texas. The bank issu-
ing it may have failed, but still the bill passes unquestioned, being
guaranteed by the Government.

It may be said the bill provides that this currency shall be re-
ceived at ﬁar by every bank, but if it is essential that this cur-
rency shall be forwarded from the bank receiving it to another
section of the country and express charges paid upon it, I can
readily see that in some way the banking institutions receiving it
would take care that they were not at a loss in returning it to the
bank of issme. And although a charge might not be made di-
rectly upon it, a gan would be evolved whereby the bankers would
avoid any loss t ough exchanges, unless human nature is very
different from what I believe it to be among bankers.

Further, I am quite sure that the bankers of the country, or at
least a majority of them, will object to any system which will
necessitate the sorting out of bills belonging to another district
and forwarding them rather than paying them out, if they so de-
sire, over their own counter. And I know that the American
people will not willingly leave a system which has meant that
e:'hary bil:tin any part of the United States is current in every
other part.

In itg broadest sense this is a national question. It affects the
relation of the banks to the public, and this relation is a greater
consequence than the banks’ relations can possibly be to each
other or to the Treasury. The banks are the servants of the peo-
ple; not the masters. e keen interest the people have taken in
currency reform and in the issue of asset currency reveals their
appreciation of this fact. The desire for a more elastic currency
has aroused public sentiment. as there is always a fear in mercan-
tile communities and among the people of there not being enough
money to go around.

As a monstary proposition there is no proof whatever that the
United States has an insufficiency of currency. In fact, official
statistics show quite the contrary. It is hardly to be conceived
that 80,000,000 people shall have real use for §2,400,000,000 of

" circulating medium. If there should be a demand for an addi-
tional circulation, it is only at exceptional seasons of the year, as
at the moving of the crops. These emergencies are brief, recur

annually, and may always be provided for by proper legislation. |

An English writer, grasping the situation in this country, aptly
says:

What chiefly concerns the American public is that so much of their cur-
rencyshould be tied up by legal enactments of various kinds, all more or less
questionable in policy. rrency so tied up is not money at _all for business
purposes. The mnntr{umight be nlmost s well off withoutit. Perhaps the
American idea of ereating money simply to lock upas bank reserves was bor-

rowed from the railway stations in Germany, where there must be ﬁlwngﬁ
=]

one cab on the ranks, for the last cab to go out without & permit from t
imperial chaneellor would, we presume, be lezé majesty! for a national
bank to let its reserve fall below the sacred 2 per cent js almost an act of
bnnk:rugtcy. It brings down the Government examiner in a decidedly dan-
Eerous hnmaor.

I believe that the large fund of gold and silver in the coubm,
with the Government issuing circulating notes to national 8
on deposited bonds and permitting a certain amount of supple-
mentary circulation, would meet all the requirements for an
elastic currency. I believe if further elasticity is needed it could
be accomplished by enlarging the amount of circulating notes of
national banks that might be surrendered in any one month from
three to six or even ten millions per month, or by exempting from
the limitation of the law all currency issued in excess of 50 per
cent of capital for which bonds have been deposited. This should
give us an expansion or contraction of the currency to the extent
that might be desired without the enactment into law of any
measure that would radically change our present system.

‘We complain about the lack of elasticity in our currency, and
yet we have a cast-iron rule or law that will not allow it to con-
tract or expand. .

No question will go quickly unsettle and paralyze the business
industries of the nation as one concerning the stability of our
currency. When the foundations of our business enterprises are
shaken through unwise tinkering with our currency system, the
first to feel its dire effects will be those who deFend upon daily toil
for daily bread. No class in the country will be more seriously
affected and none shonld be more deeply interested in the stability
of the currency than the wage earner, " whose heart is the cita-
del of a nation’s power and whose arm is the bulwark of liberty."’
[Loud applause.

Public opinion in this country should be so stronglg and so
thoroughly grounded on the great foundation truths of finance

and currency that we shall not only dgat right, but stay right. In
the war with Spain our Army and Navy displayeg invincible
rowess, bravery, and skill, and won the admiration of the world.
trust that the financial and commercial interests of the coun
and the representatives of the le in Congress assembled
no less fearlessly press forward toward the attainment of a mone-
tary system that s command what our country in other partic-
ulars enjoys, the respect, the confidence, and the admiration of
the world. [Loud applause.]
Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, in addition to my time the
ntleman from New York who has just taken his seat [Mr.
GSLEY] yields me the balance of his time, and I L{iald twenty-
five minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SHALLEN-
BERGER].

Mr. S LENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, we have been told
over and over again that the Republican party has redeemed its
pledge and promise to the peogle and has established the currency
on a gold standard, upon a firm foundation, and that therefore
the money question is settled or is dead, yet it seems to have an
annual resurrection in the Congress of the United States. I have
observed in my brief experience that people are generﬂl{ very
much interested in something which they have not got. In the
hard times following the panic of 1893, when everyone was *‘ hard
up,”’ the money question was of absorbing interest.

And I think I have observed, at least of late years, that the
American people take but little interest in the preservation of the
rights of other peoIpla so long as they feel secure in the ﬁwsﬁon
of their own, and I have wondered sometimes if it was because of
this seeming universal interest in things hoped for rather than
those possessed that makes the American Congressman take such
perennial interest in the money question.

Is it because of this same trait in human nature that now
when certain individuals and corporations have about exhausted
their own and the country’s credit in the issnance of stocks and
bonds which have no actual value in fact except as the same shall
be wrung out of the pockets of labor—having thereby increased
by $5.000,000,000 the debt which labor must finally pay, and be-
ing accordingly embarrassed with the extent of their obligations
which they have unloaded upon the country or the banks, they
now propose to change the character of those obligations into

romises to pay, and by fiat law give them the power and the
orce and the effect of money?

It seems, Mr. Chairman, tﬁnt the gentlemen who have the con-
trol of financial legislation in this House are determined to give
us their remedy for the financial evils which, in their judgment,
afilict the body politic in homeopathic doses, rather than remove
the entire appendix of Government-made money, as they dounbt-
less would like to do, by one radical operation. Hence we have
them bringing in now only the asset and inflation portion of their
financial cure, doubtless reserving the branch bank and the mo-
nopo}i features for some future time.

Although, Mr. Chairman, the business ailment of the country
is one purely of an excess of wind and water npon the stomach of
overcapitalized corporations, and although no legitimate interest
whatever is complaining, it seems as if the financial doctors of
this House were Xetermined to mix a little money medicine for
the country anyway, not that we are sick now, but that wemay
become sick some time in the future—if not in the spring, then
next fall, or any fime prior to 1904.

Now, the remedy which they offer is, in my judgment, entirely
an experimental one. They themselves do not know what effect
it will have upon the country, neither does anyone else. And I
would like to sug; to the House and the committee that the
country is in a rather healthy condition just at present. I once
knew a man out in the Western country where I live who had
great faith in doctors. He was * feeling good, enjoying life '’—
was happy. DBut he wanted to feel better, and so he consulted a
doctor, took physic, and died.

Mr. Chairman, the merchants, and the miners, and the manu-
facturers, and the farmers, who produce the wealth of this coun-
try, maintain its prosperity, and pay its debts, are not asking for
this legislation. Strangely enough, the people in the East are
agitating this legislation, ostensibly in the interest of the people
who live in the West and the South or in the agricultural por-
tions of the country, althongh no Western or Southern interest is
asking for it. On the contrary, in that portion of our national
domain where I live—that portion once known as the Great
American Desert, and now the granary of the American conti-
nent—the business men, through their banking associations and
business gatherings, in general, are protesting against the legisla-
tion contemplated in this bill.

In the State which I represent—more absolutely dependent
upon agriculture for the prosperity of its people than any other
State of the Union—the State of Nebraska, the candidates for,
Congress on the Republican ticket were kept busy, both on and
off the stump, during the last campaign, in telling the people
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over and over again that it was not the policy of their party to
inflict such legislation as this upon the country. In my judg-
ment if the people of that great Commonwealth had believed you
intended to surrender to private corporations the control of our
conntry’s currency. with which is carried on the business of the
most powerful people in the world, they would have buried your
candidates so deep beneath an avalanche of condemning ballots
as to have been beyond the hope of resurrection at the trump of
doom. .

Mr. Chairman, it can not be successfully maintained that there
is shortage of currency, of money, or of credit in this country.
There has been, as everyone knows, during the last four or five

ears an overballooning of credit—the issuance of stocks and
nds by wind-blown and water-soaked corporations. The peo-
ple of the West, especially in the agricultural portions, are in an
exceedingly prosperous condition at thistime. They have plenty
of money and plenty of credit. We have learned in thatcountry
the proper way to maintain credit and get money. We have been
taught by business experience; and we have more of wheat, and
more of pork, and more of beef, and more of corn—more of every-
thing that puts money in the farmer’s pocket—than we have had
for many years.

I remember that in 1896 gentlemen came to us from the East
and told us that we would lose our credit and not be able to
borrow any more Eastern capital if we dared to declare for bi-
metallism, because of the fear that we might pay our debts in
depreciated dollars; but the unanswerable logic of events has
proved that what the West needed was not the ability to borrow
more money, but rather a price for our products that would enable
us to pay what we had already borrowed.

‘We were told at the same time that we would be punished by
the East refusing to send us any more money, but by the irony of
fate we have, in four years out of the six following that election,
been given a crop that has enabled us to send our products down
across this continent 2,000 miles, down to the great money center
of New York, where every day a larger volume of business is
transacted than in all the other clearing-house cities of the United
States Eut together, where one-third of all the loans and one-third
of all the deposits in all the national banks are held, and swept
their entire surplus reserve out to the farmers beyond the Mis-
sissippi River and put those great clearing-house institutions into
that condition that they could not loan a man in business a dollar,
except in violation of their charters.

Now, Mr. Chairman, they tell us in their report here, or at least
I read it so, that this forces an unfortunate liquidation npon the
part of those who deal in stocks and bonds and gamble in the
great money centers of this country upon the products of the
farmer’s toil. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to you, in my judg-
ment, that what the country needs now is not so much a further
expansion of credit, but rather a reservation to the legitimate in-
terests of the country the credit and money which they alone
produce and maintain. I want to say further ugn that very
question that we have had a great deal of talk about antitrust
legislation in this House and in the country.

my judgment, the trust f)romoﬁng and trust building which
was stopped in this country last fall was not sto because of
the fear of any legislation that would be passed by the Congress
of the United States or because of any lawsnits instituted against
them, but because of the withholding of money and of credits with
which to deal in those stocks and bonds in the money centers of the
country; and when the merchants and farmers and business men
and the legitimate interests of this country at times make a de-
mand upon those with whom they trust their money that that
money shall be returned to them for legitimate business purposes,
they do more to stop the building and promoting of trusts than
will any legislation that can be passed by the Congress of the
United States as it is organized to-day.

Mr. Chairman, after reading through the first portion of the
report and listening to the instructive speech of the gentleman
from New Jersey [Mr. FowLeER]—because it was a good speech,
a logical speech from his standpoint, and showed a wonderful
amount of information, and which I hope everyone will read—I
was impressed with the fact that he, along with others who have
supported the bill, has come at last to admit the principle of the
Democratic party upon the great question of finance, so far as
the quantity theory of money is concerned.

Anyone who reads this report and listened to the argument of
the eloquent gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PRINCE], who talked last
evening, and others who debated upon this question, will see that
the real question at issue has never been as to what shounld be our
standard of value, for that of itself is not worth the effort which
has been put forth on thisquestion. The question wasnot primarily
to determine whether the standard of value should be green or
vellow or white money, whether gold or silver or paper; but the
issue in 1896 and the issue now and the issue in the future is
whather the money of the country shall be controlled by the

Government of the United States, where the Constitution put it,
or whether you shall surrender it to private corporations for their
control and profit. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Now the gentlemen, a little farther along in their report, say
as follows:

As your committee has just pointed out, howover, the withdrawal from
the banks of §100,000,000 of reserve money last fall, when there was an actual
need of about 200,000,000 of additional credit to pé‘ro&e_rl handle the crops of
the country, must have contracted loans or ¢ iled credit by at least
£400,000,000. Anomalous as it may scem, as our needs for the tools of trade
increase they as certainly at the same time decrease correspondingly.

Now, if there is any valid argument that can be urged in su
port of this bill it is this matter of expansion of credit and the
claim that the demand of the farmers and the miners of the
country for the money contracts the loaning capacity of the bank.
Let us see. I have before me an abstract of the report of the
banksas furnished by the Comptroller of the Currency forthe 15th
day of September and the 25th day of November last. I find
that the loans of the banks of this country expanded from July 16
to September 15, some $58,000,000. I find that the loans were
expanded from September 15 to November 25 some $23,000,000;
or, altogether, the banks in the face of the demand for the money,
instead of contracting theirloans, expanded their loans $31,000,000.

In other words, these gentlemen under the conditions that now
exist, apparently made a mistake as to what actually did oceur
of $500,000,000, and I ask if they made such a mistake as this,
under conditions that are kmown, how much graver and more
serious mistakes may they lead us into under conditions which
are entirely problematical in the future, under this bill? Now,
Mr. Chairman, I want to speak briefly upon three fundamental
principles in this bill, because they are the three points upon
which it is an innovation upon existing law or recognized finan-
cial policy. I am opposed to this bill primarily because it is the
first step as a means to create a money monopoly.

Now, a monopoly is not necessarily a dangerous thing if it is a
government monopoly, but private monopoly always tends to cor-
ruption in republics, and I believe is inimical to the preservation
of free institutions. And this bill further is open to the charge,
in my judgment, that it is an inflation measure, first, becaunse it
provides a certain amount of inflation under the conditions that
now exist. If does not provide necessarily for the retirement of
any money that is in circulation now, but it does make possible,
as itted in the report here, an increase of something like one
hundred and forty or one hundred and fifty millions of dollars in
our circulating medinm.

It is possible under this bill that there shall be an unlimited in-
flation of the currency, because they have not limited the number
of banks of issue. As the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
FowLER] admitted to me the other day when I asked him the ques-
tion, there will be now under the operation of this. bill abount
5,000 banks of issue. Upon the passage of this bill, if it shall be
found profitable, we may fairly expect that all the other small
State banks in the country, and large ones, so far as that is con-
cerned, now engaged in ordinary commercial business, will also
go into the note-issning business, because it will be found profita-
ble to them, and it is not nunreasonable to expect that in the next
five years we would have at least 10,000 banks of issue.

And instead of other nations that have tried such a policy, such
as is indicated in this bill, permitting an unlimited number of
banks of issue, every nation that has tried it has found sooner or
later that under booming business conditions and during periods
of speculation too many banks have gone into the note-issuin
business, as any man can understand who studies the subject, ang
therefore there has always followed an inflation of money with
consequent disaster fo business.

Every nation that has permitted banks of issne, not excepting
ourselves, have learned by bitter experience the truth of this
financial axiom. And to-day every nation in the world that per-
mits notes to be issued based upon assets instead of permitting an
unlimited number of banks, as is possible under this bill, have all
shaped their legislation in exactly the opposite direction by creat-
ing a monopoly of note issues and limifing the number of banks
to as few as possible. No country that iolds any place among
the financial powers of the earth countenances any such policy as
is contemplated in this bill.

The British peo%ﬂe for more than a century permitted an un-
limited number of banks to go into the note-issuing business, buf
over and over again in times of great business prosperity they
experienced an inflation of the currency because too many ba
engaged in the business, a condition of affairs which was inevi-
tably followed by disaster, and specie payment was suspended over
and over again, until finally, in 1844, they passed an act under
which it has not been possible since that time to establish a single
new bank of issue in Scotland or England or Ireland. And, as l!:g}:w
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. FowLER] stated the other day,
there are now only 11 banks of issue in Scotland, and in England
or Scotland or Ireland if any bank goes intoliquidation voluntarily
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0{ fails, no new bank of issue is permitted to be established in its
ace.
¥ Mr. FOWLER, Will the gentleman allow me?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. In a moment. Let me finish my
statement.

No new bank of issue is permitted to take its place, but the
right to these note issues reverts to the Bank of England.

And so it is in Germany, to which the gentleman also referred.
At one time Germany had an imited number of banks of
issue, but Germany found that that condition of things was un-
sound, and now they have a law which is practically equivalent
to the English law. No new banks of issue are permitted to be
established in Germany. They have created a monopoly, and if

ou are going to surrender this note-issuing function to private
mstitutions you must make a monopoly if you make it safe.

Austria has only one such bank of issue. France has one,
Spain has one. The Kingdom of Italy at one time permitted a
number of banks of issue, but becanse of the disaster which was
brought upon the country by that system she has also limited the
number of banks of issue.

Canada has been referred to by the gentleman as being a coun-

which furnished a system parallel to that proposed in this

ill; but Canada has found a way of creating an absolute monop-
oly, a monopoly which establishes as absolute a limitation upon
the number of banks there as if the maximum had been decreed

law,
byThe gentleman stated in his remarks the other day, in reply to
my question, that there were only 84 banks of issume in Canada.
There were 36 banks of issue in Canada under the law as it was
passed in 1890, thirteen ¥ears‘ ago. No new bank of issue is per-
mitted in Canada with less than half a million dollars capital;
and if we permitted no new banks of issue with less than $5.000,000
capital it would correspond probably to the condition in Canada,

ng into consideration our population, our wealth, and our
domain, compared with that of Canada.

These banks in Canada are permitted to establish branch insti-
tutions all over the country, and they have absorbed the entire
business of that country so completely that now no new bank of
issue is practicable, or will be in the future, because there is no
opportunity for them to get sufficient business to be profitable;
so that there is as absolute a monopoly as if it was established by
law, and you have got to come sooner or later to the point of es-
tablishing such a monopoly here if you allow private concernstois-
sue these notes and if yon are going to make this system a safeone,

Now, I do not believe the gentlemen themselves who brought
in this bill would have offered us this kind of a measure if they
could have had their will in the matter.

They have not offered sach a bill as they would like to make a
law, but one going as far as they thought possible and yet com-
mand votes enough to pass it. deed, the gentlemen indicated
that they realized the sitnation when in their original bill they
inserted a provision whereby a bank with a capital of $5,000,000
might establish branches all over this country, the result of which
would have been that these great institutions would rapidly have
absorbed the banking business of the country; and they would
compel all the small banks either to get into their frust or go out
of business, and you would thus have a monopoly created just as
surely as has been done in Canada. :

Mr. FOWLER. I understood the gentleman to say that they
were not permitted to establish any new banks in Scotland.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Not banks of issue. They are not
allowed to establish any new banks of issue.

The difference in the amount of capital required by banks of
issue, the absence of the branch featnre, the amount and
character of the reserves required, and other provisions upon
which this bill differs radically from the Canadian plan, make any
inferences drawn from the experience of Canada as to what effect
the passage of this bill would have finds little foundation in fact.

The second point npon which I consider this bill is objection-
able under our present financial system and reserve requirements
is that it declares that the motes to be issued under it shall be
made specifically payable in gold. In the first place, we have
already numerous ?dnds of money, and I certainly object to hav-
ing another added to them. The present bank notes issued by
national banks are redeemable in lawful money only, and that is
the only requirement that onght to be asked of the banks, because
they must accept under the law several other forms of money
other than Eold on deposit and in payment of their debts, and it
ismot sonnd business policy to require them to pay their obliga-
tions in any other kind of money than those they can lawfully
exact for obligations dne to them.

Under this bill it is perfectly possible and probable that millions
of money should be issued withont any reference to the amount

of gold in the banks and available for their redemption. It has
always been so in every nation that has tried such a policy as

this, and any system of note issues that fails to take into consid-

eration in empowering fheir issue the actual amount of money
Eavailable t'fc:n.' their re%?mptipn has soonm er or later led to the
ngers of suspension of specie payments.

The gentlemen have doubtless believed that because they make
the notes specifically payable in gold and that the Government
redeems them under certain conditions, the banks will never be
required to redeem any great quantity of them in gold. But
when the inevitable reaction comes, and gold is demanded for ex-
port, and for hoarding these notes—being an easy means of ob-
taining it, they will all have to be either retired or else furnish a
constant ai&hon with which to draw the gold from the banks,
who upon the other hand will have no means whereby to get the
gold except from the Government of the United States or to buy
it in the open market.

The fact that the Government supervises the redemption of
these notes will not make their redemption by the banks any
easier; it only raises the hope that the demand will not be made
upon the banks. Before a system of gold-note issues is entered
upon by any nation, the money of that country must consist of
gold as the only money of final redemption, with silver as a sub-
sidiary or token coin and not a legal tender, and the currency of
the country to be issued by banking corporations. Every nation
that does not have that kind of a currency only requires that the
banks shall pay their notes in the lawful money of the country,
as does both France and Canada.

France, retaining her reserves in silver and gold and Canada
in specie and Dominion notes, corresponding to our Treasury
notes, so that the banks of those countries, when gold is demanded
of them for export or for hoarding, have a means whereby to pro-
tect themselves and compel those who want the gold to pay the
mper premium for it upon the o market. Evﬁr nation that

opened the door to the possﬁelbﬁity of nnlimi note issues,
made specifically payable in coin and issued withont a proper re-
lation being maintained as to the amount actually pledged and
maintained for their redemption, has sooner or later learned in
humiliation the disastrous sequel to the story of him who preaches
that there will be no day of payment.

As the law is now the assets npon which the banks must realize
to meet their notes are payable in lawful money. Under this
bill they would be required toreceive their obligations in three or
four different kinds of money and yet bound to pay their notes
in one kind of money—gold.

Mr. HILL. That is the same as the law is now. The bank is
not required to hold any United States notes, but itis required to
redeem its notes in United States notes.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. To redeem them in lawful money.

Mr, HILL. In United States notes.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. This requires them to redeem over
their counters in gold.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi.
quired fo redeem these notes at all.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The third point upon which I wish
to challenge the correctness and justice of the principle injected
into this bill is that after we have surrendered to the corporations
the profit and power to be derived from issuing money made a
legal tender to all the banks and to all the myriad necessities of
the Government yet we do not propose here in this bill to have the
United States guarantee the final redemption of these notes in gold
if for any reason the banks shall fail to make them good.

It is true that in return for a quasi guaranteeing of their notes
the banks give the Government a first lien npon their assets, but
the trouble with this is that while it is sauce for the note holder
it is decidedly cold victuals for the depositor, who frequently even
now receives little enough from the failed bank. Under such a
system as this it is quite evident that the depositor would fare
far worse than he now does in case of failure, because the Gov-
ernment is bound to realize upon the assets in order to reimburse
the guaranty fund in case of failure.

Gentlemen say further that this money is not guaranteed by the
Government of the United States. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want
to say here that when it comes to the question of money you
can not altogether depend upon the experience of other nations
as to how the people of this country will receive that money.
‘We have had a large experience in unguaranteed notes during the
State-bank issues, and -the people of the United States will look
with suspicion upon any money unless it is gnaranteed by the
National Government.

I remember in 1894, when this asset-currency plan was first sub-
mitted, a banker’s convention up here in the State of Pennsylva-
nia was discussing the prhmﬁ:s involved in asset currency, and
after several gentlemen had dilated upon the security of this plan
and the expediency of it, a gentleman arose, who was evidently
old in experience, and said, ** Gentlemen, I do not care how You
may secure this money and how expedient it may appear, unless
the American Government guarantees your money the American
people will not have it, because of their experience in the past.”

They are practically not re-
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Mr. Chairman, after all, these gentlemen have based the real
security of their money upon the great pﬁvﬂgg& of governmental
legal tender and governmental monopoly. eir money is good
for the same reason that the silver and United States notes are
good, Every one of them is good, because every one of them is
an American dollar, a legal tender for the billions of dollars due
the banks and the billions of dollars due the National Govern-
ment, and with limited issne that demand will sustain it. Every-
thing that is behind the flag is behind that dollar—our matchless
eredit, our boundless resources, our illimitable possibilities; the
all-controlling, all-compelling, all-absorbing demands of Ameri-
can business and American commerce.

The only way that you can assault that dollar is to assault your
nation’s dignity and honor and dilipnte her proud position as first
in the grand galaxy of nations. To deny that dollar is to deny
your country’s present greatness, her future grandeur, and her
glory. To deny it is to deny the hope and aspiration that ani-
mates the breast of ever%good American citizen—that Columbia
shall yet sit enthroned here between her silver seas, the undis-
puted queen and master of the commercial world. [Applause.]

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, this bill is largely experimental,
and in its recognized principles it follows the line of absolute mo-
nopoly, which underlies and supports every empire in the world
to-day. It is the enthronement of monopoly. It is the v
apotheosis of special privilege. By the granting of governmen
favors we have enthroned monopoly in control of the transporta-
tion of the country; by the granting of ial privileges we have
enthroned monopoly in control of the industrial interests of the
country, and monoPoly has now begun its assault upon that last
citadel of the people’s liberty—the people’s money. Ifisthe last

t source of privilege and power yet remaining in control of

e National Government, and it is the record of history that
when once a brave and free people such as ours ever loses control
of a great and priceless privilege, such as this, it has always been
lost to them forever. Because I believe the bill is experimental,

monopolistic, and unsound I shall oppose it with my vote, [Pro-
longed applanse. |
Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I now yield five minutes to

the gentleman from Alabama [Mr., THoMPSON].

Mr, THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, thisis preeminentlya %eriod
of national reconciliation in these happily reunited States. Inthe
“‘chorus of the Union,” to which President Lincoln so eloquently
alluded in his first inaugural, the predominant tone now is peace
and good will between the North and the South, and between all
sections. Occasionally, however, and only occasionally, a dis-
cordant note is heard; and such discords appear all the harsher
and more offensive on account of the general harmony.

Such a discordant note is contained in the fourth section of the
Bowman Act. This act is justly held in high regard as greatly
facilitating the settlement of proper claims against the Govern-
ment; but its fourth section expressly bars out the great bulk of
Southern claims for supplies furnished to or taken by the Federal
forces in the civil war and directly afterwards, because it makes a
claimant’s onaltg to the United States Government during that
war essential to the validity of his claim. Of course, this excludes
the great majority of Southern claims which in every other respect
would be recognized by the law as just and deserving of payment.

Mr. Chairman, the time is ripe for the repeal of this section of
the Bowman Act, and I appeal to my friends and brethren of all
Elrties here assembled as representatives of all sections of our

oved Union to unite with one accord in supporting the bill
(H. R. 15518) which I offer for such repeal.

I urge this partly from considerations of abstract justice and
partly from considerations of national amity and fraternity.

As to the former, it is manifestly unjust to discriminate in this
manner against the former Confederates. They did fight against
the Union for four years, it is true, but after that terrible conflict
had been waged and concluded in a manner in the highest degree
honorable to both sides the Confederates accepted tﬁa result in
good faith, were invited by the North to resume their former re-
lations with the Union, and did so. By that act the Southerners
again became United States citizens in good and regular stand-
ing, and since then the Union has had no better or more loyal or
more devoted citizens than these same ex-Confederates.

This being the case, where is the justice, where is the sense
or lcgic in excluding the former Confederatés from the equal
operations and benefits of the laws of our common country?

ey have been restored to full fellowship as citizens; they stand
shoulder to shoulder with the men of the North in our Army and
Navy; they are eligible to all offices; they preside in our courts;
they make laws for the mation in these very halls of Congress.
They have in all respects the rights and privileges of citizens of
Massachusetts or of Illinois.

All, did T say? Yes: all—but one., If the Government owes
them money for value received, they can not collect it. becanse
they were loyal to their own section during the civil war! The

Government will gladly accept their services in the Army, the
Navy, the legislative forum, the court room, the public offices,
but it will not pay what it owes them! - This is, in brief, the
effect of the fourth section of the Bowman Act, and it is a legal
absurdity and monstrosity. I, for one, do not believe that thi
section correctly represents the sentiments and the purposes of
the le of the North. I do not believethat the amnesty which
they offered was amnesty with a string to it. I do not believe
that General Grant had any such idea when he said ‘““Let us
have peace,” or when he freely gave back to General Lee his
surrendered sword and generously told Lee's soldiers to keep
their horses as would need them for their spring plowing.
I believe that if the people of the North fully understood the
matter they would be the first ones to demand the repeal of this
obnoxious section. They would feel themselves dishonored by
continuing on the statute book such an exhibition of petty mean-
ness toward their Southern brethren.

As it stands now the law, by implication, admits the justice of
these claims of Southerners for supplies furnished to the North-
ern Army during the war and for a considerable period after the
termination of war, and that, if proven, such claims shall be
paid, provided that the claimant was loyal to the Union during
the war, but otherwise not. Why not? If the claim is intrin-
sically just, why should it not be paid? Is the claimant an out-
law, an exile, a criminal, a miscreant, an anarchist, an enemy of
the State? Notso. He is a good citizen, perhaps a judge, or a
Federal officer, or a United States soldier, devoting his life to the
welfare of the nation. No matter; he fought with the South in
the civil war, following his honest convictions of duty, so he shall
not be paid!

Mr. &mﬂmm , I shall not spend time in repeating the well-
kmown arguments as to the right or the wrong of the Southern
secession movement. But I will call to the attention of the House
the notable address made before the New England Society of
Charleston, 8. C., last December, by Charles Francis Adams, a
lineal descendant, and a worthy descendant, of those famous old
patriots, Federalists, and Republicans of Massachusetts, Samuel
Adams, John Adams, and John Quincy Adams. In this address
Mr, Adams asserted that long and careful study of the questions
and conditions precedent to the civil war had convinced him
that in that struggle ‘““everybody was right; nobody was wrong.”’
In his opinion, he continued, that war was an inevitable conflict
over the abstract and concrete question of sovereignty, and ‘‘either
side could offer good ground, historical and legal, for any attitude
taken in regard to it.” :

Continuing, he said: * Every State of the Federation became a
member of Union with mental reservations. The one thing
our ancestry united in most apprehending was a centralized gov-
ernment. From New Ham e to Georgia such a government
was associated with the idea of a foreign régime. The people
clung to the local autonomy—the sovereignty of the State.”

As I have said, I shall not dwell on this old and well-nigh ex-
hausted subject, and I have gquoted from Mr. Adams in order to
indicate what I believe to be the general sentiment at present
among the intelligent, fair-minded, and well-informed men of the
North of all parties. It is generally conceded now, in the North
I am sure, that the South at least sincerely believed it was right
in those four years of war. The South warmly espoused the
affirmative side of the State’s rights doctrine, which was then
agitating the country, and although the North adopted the nega-
tive side, I know full well that deep down in the hearts of every
true Northern American is an ent love for his own State.
Does not the Vermonter dearly love Vermont? Does not the
Ohioian idolize Ohio? Does not the Minnesofian worship Minne-
sota, and the Californian swear by California? 'Who fought more
ferociously at Gettysburg than the Pennsylvania troops, who
were defending not only the Union, but also their own dear State
against the invader? As for myself, I could never tire of pro-
claiming my intense love for my own dear State of Alabama,
which I honestly consider the fairest country, with the noblest
and most chivalrous community of Eeople. on the face of the earth;
but every Sontherner entertains like sentiments of love and ven-
eration for his own State.

That war, then, was a family guarrel about a disputed family
question. Brothers fonght against brothers hard and long, and
when at last one set of brothers conquered and carried their point
they shook hands and ‘““made up™ with the other set, and the
family relations were amicably resumed. - But now, long years
afterwards, the victorions brothers say to the other ‘brothers,
‘“We freely forgave you, and made it all up with you, and blot-
ted out all of the old scores, and have no grudge against yon and
no fault to find with you; but we will not pay you for what we
took from you while we were fighting and while you were lying
weak and helpless after the fight.”” Would not that be a mean
t\hmi to do and say? Do you believe that the rich and prosperous
and honorable North upholds any such doctrine as that?
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What I have said thus far has had especial reference to the
equitable, if not legal, claims of those Confederates who actually
participated and fought in the war between the States and whose

roperty was converted or taken for the use of the United States
vernment during the conrse of that unhappy internecine strife.
If the justice of their claims, as active particigants, appeals to
you, as I am sure it must, then how much more deserving of your
consideration are the claims for restitution on the part of that not
dnconsiderable number of Southern gentlemen of the old school
whose political inclinations and affiliations before the war had
been aligned with what were then popularly known as the ** Old
Line Whigs ' or *‘ Unionists,” and who never sympathized with or
approved the secession movement any more than they indorsed
the stand taken by the more rabid Abolitionists who sought to free
the slaves without reimbursement or even by violence. islarge
class of Sountherners, while declining to enlist in an army for de-
stroying the Union, when the line of demarcation was drawn and
the parting of the ways was at hand, were too loyal to their sec-
tion not to maintain the neutral ground allotted to those who
were excused from active enlistment on condition of their sending
substitutes, or pursuing the more genceful avocations of growing
food crops and runnin ist and flouring mills for the mainte-
nance of the women, children, and slaves at home,

I have in mind several relevant instances in my own district
in Alabama, through which General Wilson’s brigade was pass-
ing about the time of the surrender at Appomattox. It was a
fact that a few days after the surrender had actually taken place,
but before anyone had been apprised of it in that part of the
country, a handful of Confederates made a show of resistance to
General Wilson’s brigade at West Point, Ga., where the last
battle of the war was fought. This was just on the line separat-
ing my district from Georgia. About that time, and, as stated,
even seweral days after hostilities had ceased elsewhere and peace
had been declared, considerable quantities of cotton, meat, mules,
ete., were confiscated or appropriated by the Union Army from
just such neutrally disposed citizens of my district, who had even
submitted to a guasi social ostracism on account of their unwill-
ingness to become active factors in the disruption of the Union.
And there were plenty of similar instances in other sections of
the South. But, it may be implied, with respect to this class of
citizens. that an exception has been made in their favor, or in
favor of those who could demonstrate their loyalty to the Union.
However, mindful of this exception, my plea 1s here made on be-
half of that class who, because of the extreme delicacy of their
positions at home and the many embarrassments at best to which
they were subjected in preserving the neufral middle ground
pointed out, might now find difficulty in demonstrating such loy-
alty, or who, through pride or other considerations, have never
essayed to adduce the real facts in establishing their said claims.

Yes, Mr. Chairman, all our old war claims ought to be tried
and decided solely on their merits. The question of ‘‘loyalty
was res adjudicata {ears before the Bowman Act was conceived
of. And we are not left without precedents to guide us in this
matter. A study of history will show us that this case of exﬂ;;ost
facto retaliation is, if I am not mistakon, unique in the annals of
nations. In the Franco-German war of 1870, the German offi-
cers, in their advance upon Paris, had all claims from citizens of
France adjudicated by a board of appraisers at the time of taking
the property, and the same were promptly paid to each and every
individual claimant. They also pursued the same policy toward
their own citizens whose property they took or injured during
the march of the German army from Berlin to Paris, and before
they had rcached French territory. \

Indeed, there are notable precedents of the same sort in our
own history. The Continental Congress voted fo pay all claims
incident to the Revolutionary war, without reference to the poli-
tics of the claimants and whether they were Tories or not. So in
the Mexican war, General Scott orderad all property taken from
private citizens of Mexico to be carefully appraised, and the same
was promptly paid for by our Government. Coming down to
more recent times, if the United States Government could afford
to enter into an agreement with our enemy, Spain, as it did by
the treaty of Paris, to pay to Spanish citizens, Cubans, and our
own citizens for loss and damage of private property in Cuba by
the operation of our forces, why can not the Government afford
to pay. and why should it not pay, our own citizens for similar
loss of property in the civil war? By that treaty of Paris not
only dig‘ the United States agree with Spain, as stated, but itis
now beimg insisted also that our Government went one step fur-
ther and agreed to indemnify such sufferers for the injuries sus-
tained from whatever source, whether through our own troops
or the Spanish troops, or even through the insnrgents themselves.
And for the practical adjustment of these numerous claims, ag-
gregating many millions of dellars, this Government has organ-
ized the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission now sitting in this
city. .

Mr. Chairman, I have so far purposely dwelt upon the equi
side of this cause for which Iam pleading, because my pamn;loug
hope of influencing {our judgment and action is based upon my -
belief in the inherent sense of justice which actuates the members
of this House in all their deliberations. But there is another
phase of this case which will equally appeal to the understanding,
as to the conscience, of this great body. Though not a lawyer, I
may be justified in suggesting a few well-recognized principles of
giem_entary law which deserve due weight in assisting your con-

usions.

As demonstrated in the foregoing examples cited, our Govern-
ment stands fully committed to the doctrine of such responsi-
bility, and can not consistently assert the contrary; and so with
nearly every other nation on earth. Moreover, the liability does
not rest on the ground that the Government, to be held liable,
has been guilty of negligence in not restraining the troops from
taking or converting the property of the citizen to their use, but
the general principle of law is thus stated by Baker in his treatise
on international law:

The responsibility of the Btate results from its neglect or inability to con-
trol the conduct of its subjects or its neglect or inability to punish the of-
fenses and which they commit.

It is futile to say that the depredations committed upon the non-
combatants were necessary, and therefore unavoidable. The
would not be so even in regular war. Halleck (chap. 21, sec. 18
has this to say: .

e e S L
huwgle mgi mxjmc(l)?vgvl:: that t.hege commaﬁ-xding cfficer who
commits ind i te pil and allows the taking of

rivate property
;:;tnt.;:iout. a strict accountability, whether he be engaged inpoﬂemﬂge or de-
ve

tions, fails in his duty to his own ugovarn.mant and violates the
mnges of modern warfare. It is sometimes alleged in excuse for such con-
duct that the general is unable to restrain his troops, but in the eyes of the
law there is no excuse, for he who can not preserve order in his army no
right to command it. ’

I have referred to the precedent of the Mexican war. Under
date of May 20, 1847, General Scott wrote from Mexico:

If it be ted at Washington, as is now ng?rehended. that the Army is
to support itself by forced contributions levied upon the country, we may
ruin and exasperate the inhabitants and starve ou.rselvea} for it is certain
they would sooner remove and destroy the products of their farms than allow
thein to fall into our hands without compensation.

As to the general doctrine of such responsibility, I may here
give a brief summary from Wharton's Digest:

The resort to such measures as were adopted by the forces of the Haytian
Government to suppress the local revolt agai the Government and the
laws may bave been, and no doubt was, in the estimation of the Haytian
Government, entirely justifiable; and this Government has no disposition to
guestion the correctness of this view as to those precautionary municipal
measures; but it follows, nevertheless, that the Government is answerable for
the destruction of private property which may have been necessarily sacri-
ficed to the success of such measures. (Sec. 223.)

£ L L *

* L *

The position of this Government is responsible for the misconduet of ita
goldiers when in the fleld, even when acting without orders from their supe-
riors in command. (Sec. 225, Wharton.) * * # The nnarmed citizen is to
be spared in R}mn. property, and honor as much as the exigencies of war
will admit. (Ibid.)

But, Mr. Chairman, the repeal of this objectionable provision
ig advisable, not merely on grounds of equity and law, but from
considerations of national amity and neighborly good will.

As is well known, the South at the end of the civil war, and for
long afterwards, was impoverished, financially ruined. It had
lost all except honor. Almost all of those whose property had
been appropriated by the United States Government were poor
men, made poor by the war, and could ill afford to spare the sup-
plies thus taken from them. Many of them, or their descendants,
are still poor, and sorely need this money to which they are justly
entitled. Thousands of dollars’ worth of these claims have been
barred out by technicalities hinging upon this fourth section of
the Bowman Act. If it were not for these technicalities they
would be paid, as they ought to be paid. I can not believe that
when the facts which I have so inadequately endeavored to set
forth are appreciated in their trne light and force by Congress
and by the general public, this measure of justice will be much
longer refused to the loyal and long-suffering claimants of my
State and adjacent States.

I have lken of loyalty. This question of loyalty is the test
unestion, the core, the crux, of the whole matter. The South
oes not shrink from the test. It does not plead guilty to the

charge of disloyalty during the years from 1861 to 1865. Disloyalty
is not the right word in that connection. The awful war between
the States was upon a disagreement between the sections as to
which section was loyal to the Constitution. The North said the
South was disloyal, and the South said the North was disloyal.
The issue of the war settled the question u})ractically in favor of
the North, and the Sonth accepted the resultin good faith. Aside
from that internal dissension, where can you find more loyal eiti-
zens of the United States than the South has always furnished and
furnishes to-day? Think of the valiant heroes of Georgia, Vir-
ginia, and the Carolinas in the Revolutionary war—the men who,
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though almost starved, barefooted, and in rags and tatters, and
with only the most primitive arms and equipments, completely
baffled the hosts of British regulars, and won over them an un-
interrupted series of brilliant victories under the leadership of
Sumter and Marion. Remember the exploits of the Southerners
under Andrew Jackson in the war of 1812, and under Scott and
Taylor in the Mexican war—the South furnishing far more than
its equitable share of officers and troops in both those wars.

And then, as we can all remember, the South gloriously vindi-
cated its loyalty to the Union by its conduct during the recent
Spanish-American war. The sentiment has often been expressed
that that war was incidentally a godsend to this country, in that it
gerved as the final * healing act” for all the internal wounds of
the , and bound the two sections firmly together again in the
bonds of genuine reconciliation and mutual love and confidence
on the basis of a common patriotism. When the Spanish war
broke out, the Southern Confederate veterans and their sons
sprang with one accord to the defense of the Stars and Stripes,
and fought for the flag on sea and land with unsu ble brav-
ery and vigor. The man who ** held the fort ’ at Habana, single-
handed, in the midst of open and hidden enemies, and in constant
danger of assassination, was a Sontherner of the Southerners,
and the nephew of his uncle, General Lee. The first one to fall
in that war was a Southerner, sealing his devotion to the Union
with his heart’s blood. And no State was behind Alabama in its
services to the Union in that international struggle. Witness the
gallant Hobson, whose act of daring self-sacrifice in the Aerri-
mac will go down into history for all time. Witness the superb

eneralship of Wheeler, under whom President Roosevelt has
ﬁeclared he felt honored to serve—Wheelér, once the great Con-
federate cavalry leader, now one of the strong pillars of the re-
united Republic. Agye, witness General Wheeler's danghters, on
their missions of mercy in the hospital camps.

Yes, Mr. Chairman, the Southerners are in fact as much citi-
zens, and as good citizens. of the United States to-day as are the
Northerners, and they shounld be treated as such by the laws.
The South dees ker full share of the fighting for the Union; she
does her full share of the work of the country; she bears her full
share of the burdens of the country: she gladly pays her full
share of the $150,000,000 paid in pensions each year for Union
scldicrs; she is striving equally with the North for the honor,
welfare, and advancement of the whole country. The two sec-
tions are in perfect unity, peace, and concord, each with the
other, and all acts inconsistent with this so desirable condition of
affairs should be forthwith repealed and thrown into the rubbish
heap over the back fence of the past.

This fourth section of the Bowman Act should be the first one
togo. Letitbethrownoutatonce, Mr. Chairman—the sooner the
better—and all the people will say ‘“Amen!” [Loud applause.]

I ask leave to incorporate in the RECORD with my remarks the
Bowman Act referred to, together with a legal ent sub-
mitted by Mr. Gilbert Moyers, an eminent lawyer of this city.
Acts oF CONGRESS RELATING Tocnln::s PROSECUTION OF CONGRESSIONAL

+ASES,
THE BOWMAN ACT.
[22 Stat. L., p. 485.]

An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Depart-
ments in the investigation of claims and demands against the Government.

Be it enacted, efc., That whenever a claim or matter is pending before any
committee of the Senate or House of Representatives, or before either House
of Con which involves the investigation and determination of facts, the
committee or House may cause the same, with the vouchers, (gape):} E‘,'m
and documents pertaining thereto, to be transmitted to the Court
of the United States, and the same shall there be
rules as the court may adopt. When the facts have been found, the
court shall notenter judgment thereon, but shall report the same to the com-
mittee or to the House by which the case was transmitted for its consideration.

SEC. 2. That when a claim or matter is pending in any of the Executive
Departments which may involve controve questions of fact or law, the
head of such department may transmit the same, with the €T's, papel
g:oufa. and documents pertaining thereto, to said court,and the same shatl

there proceeded in under such rules as the court may adopt. When the
facts and conclusions of law shall have been found, the court shall not enter
judgment thereon, but shall report its findings and %pi.nions to the depart-
ment by which it was transmitted for its lance and action.

B8Ec. 3. The jurisdiction of said court shall not extend to or include any
claim against the United States growing ont of the destruction or e to
property by the Army or Navy during the war for the suppression of the
rebellion, or for the use and cecupation of real estate by any part of the mili-
tary or naval forces of the United States in the operation of said forces dur-
ing the said war at the seat of war; nor shall the said court have jurisdiction
of any claim against the United States which is now barred by virtue of the
provisions of any law of the United States.

8Ec. 4. In any case of a claim for smpg]ies or stores taken by or furnished
to ntng' part of military or naval forees of the United States for their use dur-
ing the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, the petition shall aver
that the person who furnished such supplies or stores, or from whom such
supplies or stores were taken, did not give any aid or comfort to said rebel-
lion, but was throughout that war loyal to the Government of the United
Btates, and the fact of such loyalty shall be a jurisdictional fact; and unless
the said court shall, on a preliminary inguiry, find that the person who fur-
nished such supplies or stores, or from whoin the same were taken as afore-
said, was loys] {0 the Government of the United States thronghout said war,
the court shall not have jurisdiction of such cause, and the same shall, with-
out further proceedings, be dismissed.
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roceeded in under such

Bec. 5. That the Attorney-General, or his assistants, under his directi
shall a for the defense and on of the interests of the Uni
States E all cases which may be transmitted to the Court of Claims under

this act, with the same power to interpose counterclaims, offsets, defenses
for trm?d ced or attempted to be practiced by claimants, and other de-
fenses, in manner as he is now required to defend the United States in

(0]
8Ec. 6. That in the trial of such cases no person shall be excluded as a wit-
ness becanse he or she isa to or interested in the same.

8Ec. 7. That reports of Court of Claims to (Jog.gmsa under this act, if
not finally acted upon during the session at which they are reported, shall
be continued from session to session and from Congress to Congress until the
same shall be finally acted upon.
Approved March 3, 1883,

THE TUCKER ACT.

[24 Btat. L., p. 505.] ;
An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the

United States.
This is an act providing for the &osecut:ion of general jurisdiction
except section 14, which relates to Congressional cases, and is as follows:

“SEo. 14. That whenever any bill, except for a pension, shall be pending
in either House of Congress providing for the paymentof a claim against the
United States, legal or equitable, or for a grant, gift, or bounty to any per-
son, the House in which such bill is pendininmay refer the same to the &mrh
of Claims, whoshall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions
of the act approved g(uch 3, 1883, entitled ‘An act to afford assistance and
relief to Congress and the Executive [jepartments in the investigation of
claims and demands inst the Government,’ and report to such Houze the
facts in the case and the amount, where the same can be hqui includ-
o
laches
and

bearing gon the guestion whether there has been delay or

ting such claim or npplyinifor such grant, Ogiﬂ:, or hounty,

an ts bearing upon the question whether the bar of any statute of

limita’ ghould be removed or which shall be claimed to excuse the claim-

ant for not havin‘ﬁ resorted to any established legal remedy.” Approved
March 8, 1887. (Vol. 80, Stat. L., pp. 404,4%5.)

“LACHES" AS AN ALLEGED OBJECTION TO THE PAYMENT BY CONGRESS OF
CERTAIN BO-CALLED *BOWMAN AND TUCKER ACT" FINDINGS,

One of the chief purposes of the Tucker Act of 1887 was to relieve claim-
ants from the har&hii\:: of certain statutes (which operated as statutes of
lmitations and bars the prosecution of claims the United States
for stores and supplies. The practical working in the court of the Bowman
Act showed & t injustice and t hardship to certain claimanta.
Relief of some ) was demanded, the response thereto was the Tucker
Act. Theportionof the Tucker Act in respect to *‘laches™ shows (by its lan-
guage) that Congress intended to be very liberal toward claimants, and
practically to all statutes of limitations and statutes in bar of the
prosecution of ¢ against the United States. It instructed the court to
report whatever facts mu;ht. appear ten to show that the claimants were
not cha with want of due diligence. e doctrine of “laches™ as a;

lied in the courts of equity always to the conscience of the court. It
Pntendod 1:0 relieve agzimt the mﬂ% of statutes, and somewhat of the
common law

The Tucker Act does not, in terms or by intendment, prohibit the conrt
favorable findings for elaimants, or guide Congress in providin
the payment for findings. The Government does not permit any statute o
limitations to run against itself when it undertakes to collect dabg for itself.
Why should it not treat its own citizens with similar considerationt In a
very large proportion of the claims for ‘‘stores and supplies' the best evi-
dence (and sometimes the only evidence) is_in the ves of the Govern-
ment. It has been either difficult or impossible for elaimants to obtain this
evidence in their favor, and never to obtain it ex
the heads of d ments or on an order of the

out argument) that the Government can be ty of no greater injustice
to its citizens than to put up a barof exclusion and apply the doe-
trine of “ " when its varis

ous departments hold the only proofs (or most
of the proofs) by which the citizen can establish his right. . ¢
It was never intended in any system of law that the doctrine of “laches™
should be applied in suits against the Government. This doctrine applies
almost exclusively in eﬁpléty canses. It goes to the conscience of the court
or the crown, itis cult, if not impossible, to find in the concrete any
“eonscience in any legislative body, because there the individual member
is guided by his own conscience, acts upon his own independent judgment,
and “conscience™ as it exists in a court of equity, or undera mr.ﬂm.rc.hﬂ]l:l
tem, is wholly inconsistent with the leglsl(:}'.iva tribunal composed of mE&
pendent members and two separate and independent bodies. The result is
hat any and all erations of “‘laches,” as applied in the courts, should
be abandoned by Cor in determining whether the amounts stated in the
findi of the Court of Claims under either the Bowman or Tucker act
should be paid or not.

In this contention we are not without precedent, as Congress
nized the liability of the Government by appropriations to pay the finding-
of the Court of where lo-t;s;lty an e merits have been determined
favorably, without regard to hes. In the actof March 3, 1809, will be
found a mkﬂctntlons to pay the following claims allowed by the court under
the er where the court found especially in each case:

A. D. MEUTLLON, DECEABED.
[52d Cong., 1st sess., H. R. Doc. 254.]
In this case the court found as follows:

“The deceased claimant was a native and citizen of France, and at the
time of the taking of the propertaa resident alien within the United States.
His claim to Co: i

was never presented e Commissioners si under the treaty

with France, January 15, 1880 (21 Stat. L., p. 678), and is barred Article

XI of the treaty. Neither wasitever presented to the Southern Com-
mission nor to any officer of the United States.

“The claimant has established no facts bearing upon the question whether

the bar of the treaty with France above refe; to should removed, and

no facts which tend to excuse the deceased claimant for not having resorted
to any established legal remedy.
ADELINE N. LARCHE.
[65th Cong., 2d sess., H. R. Doc. 413.]

The following finding as to laches was made in this case:

“The claim was not presented to the Commissioners of Claims under the
act 8d March, 1871, and is consequently barred under the visions of the
act 15th June, 1878 (20 Stat. L., p. 530, gec. 5). No evidencem been offered
bgeltha claimant under the act of 3d March, 1887 (24 Stat. L., p. 605, sec. 14),
% e the question whether there has been delay or ﬂ.ches in pre-
senting

claim or appl for such n or bounty, and any facts
beaﬁngh:pon the quegoj: x:-?r'het]mr t.hgembag %Etﬁ‘any stat‘ut{e of limitation
should be removed or which shall be claimed to excuse the claimant for not

having resorted to any established legal remedy.
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GEORGE GORMAN, DECEASED,
[52d Cong., 1st sess., H. R. Doc. 202.]

The finding as to laches in this case was as follows:

“The claim was not presented to the Commissioners of Claims. The only
‘facts bearing upon t.he uestion whether there has been dal.ny or laches in

esentin claim* ( Stat, L., p. 505, sec. 14) are that Geo Gorman

ed intes%ate in 1869, leaving minor gmndchzl as his hau‘s. an
of administration were taken on his estate duri the time when the claim
could have been filed before the Commissioners of Claims. The claim was
first presented w Onn ress in December, 1853, by the said heirs. The eld.est
heir came of st i o

In the act o Hn.yﬂ 1002, is the following case:

GEORGE B. CALDWELL, ADMINISTRATOR HAMLIN CALDWELL, DECEASED,
[67th Cong., 1st sess., H. R. Doc. 214.]

The following was the finding in this case:

“The claim was not presen to the Commissioners of Claims under the
act of March 8, 1571, and is eons uently barred under the provisions of the
act of June 15, 1878 (20 Stat. L. sec, b). No evidence has been offered by
the claimant under the act of March 8, 1857 (24 Stat. L., 505, sec. 14), * bear-
ing upon the question whether there has been delay or laches in ting
such claim or apggmg for such grant, gift, or ‘bonnty and any facts bear-
ing upon the question whef.hat' the bar of any statute of limitation ahould be
removed or w be claimed to excuse the claimant for not having re-
sorted to any eat.sblished legal remedy.'"

Furthermore, there wasno act of Oongmu until that of March 8, 1871, pro-
viding for a tribtmal whers the claimsof the loyal citizensof insurrectionary
Btates might be ad This"is the a.ct crentm what is kmown as the
Bouthern Commj.mion By the pro act the commission-
ers were authorized to prescribe rnles nnd utlons as to_the taking of
testimony in the different cases presented to it. Ehfther rules pre-
gcribed by the commissioners is the follow n.sto theh g of testimony:

“Where the claims are small, the claiman r, and they and their f
nesses live remote from w“hmﬁmf it would nmount. to a denial of &Bust.i
to require them to come here. aid of such claimants and under an-
thority ven to the commissioners to t rules and tions for the

ce, we decided to allow ts whose ¢ did not ex-
oead OlIO to have dnpomtians of themselvesand their witnemaa taken by
be ost :th‘? Ma mtgdt&aﬂl;ighttach d
e.eedin% because most o o are er amount, an
we ‘beuev m‘ﬂ
aimed at la: nnmem‘ns

the Government would gene:
h to lo 'l.lth ﬁgh fapeddmﬁm‘: hngewm with

enoug! employa e time o CO! ners an us
more cases than we have had time to examine and decide."

So it will be seen that where cases exceeded $38,000 claimants were com-
pelled ta bring their witnesses to Washington.

Now, it is a well-known fact that the section of the country where these
claims originated was impoverished by the depredstions of the war, and the

ple were absolutel; umbla to comp!.go th this requirement—that is, to

witnesses from{{m) w the m‘ﬁital of the nation in order

to sustain the claims msented to sai on. The result

was that no proof waa the cl barred through

no fault ot e claimants, but uimply owing to an unreasonable requirement
made by Congress in the act referred

¥s the only act upon the stntube ‘books of the United States giving re-

lef to parﬂee who hnve claims inst the Government where the
to have their proof taken at the ci

parties
esenting claims we: m%xln
%ﬂ-ﬂhingtﬂn. Nomchpro n is to be found in the act crea

any of the
commissions udicate claims, to the Mixed Commission
on British and erican Onlgijms. provided for in tht!e act of Congress passed
March %ga'n Neither were the claimants under the French and Amerium
mmission required to bring their witnesses to Washin
case under the captured and s.'hnndoxmd act were they so re
and it has not been required in ore the Court of (] nvolv-
smal.loralm‘-ﬂgamount,w under the general
thie ncmmvi g forthe nroswutionot diancases, or underthe French
tion

RElan Gk Hence it may (Ilmi fal‘ %iat;m?ed that f.ha act of H;lrt‘,}ﬁl 8,
beyon 8 B of claimants as
consh'uodbythecon:gx’{man of and it was notnnt'll tha:{ttormﬁ"
which s a eral jurisdiction act in all iis provisions with the exception of
ef was afforded to Bou ern claimants in cases involving
&0, and theobject of

over t w:t:lon in the act re-

apparent. Itwsaforthestmlep viding for all
gmwing out of the war that were no% tor the ﬁnxgoviaions

of what is known as the Bowman Act.
Another reason for the failure of many claimants to avail themselves of

the act of was the short od of time in which the
aentthalrclnims.m,from the date of the act until March 3, 1
ears. It must be borne in mind that these claimants were, with few e:mep-
{lons, farmers and planters, many of them resi in isolated sections of the
country, far removed from towns or cit.ies where they could come in contact
with those informed as to their rem forthelamlgtyh&dm

could g
wo

Other claimants died before thsact of 1 ving minors, who

did not become aware of the existence of this unal until the limited time

of two years had expired.

a b ki, ol vl i B m"““’ﬁ e By iy s

on o ‘or the cation 'ms for

hI\JNs ven t‘c»‘l;n'o have mst’&ken b ] Unibed States forces Eng r?

the 3 being converted into the U bad Sta ury By reference

to the decisions of the Oourtot Claims under t.h.at act it will be seen that

wherever the failed to establ

lish the fact that their l'D'pTﬁrty
gold and that the momymeddm‘hed from such sale was placed in%he reasury
their claims were dism: for want of jurisdiction. This act, therefore,
gave the Court of Claims no jurisdiction to hear and determine claims for
stores and supplies taken and used l[:ly the United States Arm Ewa
Thatthequesﬁonotlu.chesshn ed in this class of claims is
in strict consonance with the polic{ pursuad hoth the Co
Claims of the Senate and the Committee on War of th
porting favorably the bill providin rm- the revival of the
act. After careful considera-
the fact that such claimants are

under the captured and abandon

tion of this bill has reco gni.za

entitled to another day in court; that the statute of limitations p

for such cases—two years—was not sufficient. The statutory period in those

cases was the same as that in claims before the oners of Claims,

but, in addition, it must be noted that those claimants were not required to
their witnesses to W n, but could examine them wheresoever

the claimants desired their ony to be taken. If such claimants are to

be given another o Erove the merits of their claims, regardless

of mf statute of tnﬂo‘ns. it is submitted that those who have proven

their 2{:1 and the taking and use of their property by the United States

Army d not be denied their just due on account of any such statute.

e La.chm“ is never to be imputed to the Government. doetrine
been announced by the Supreme Court of the United States, and is nlways
when the Government seeks remedies against its debtors. Wh J
d not the Government recognize the same doctrine when its own ci

ht of uction

zens seek t.halr remedy against the Government for losses by spoliations
committed under its own nuthurity to save i
These claimants were E lundered that the Government might Burvive.
“Laches" is never pleadable when the claimant was ignorant of his
when those rights were obscure or d; when he was under any
dissbm , such as insanity, coverture, etc. (and when he was an hsu-)
fan ; but for *‘stores and supplies there was never any remed until
the Bowman Act}]m 1883, exoerB} e limited and narrow Southern
Commission whic! those who could not afford to
and time to witnesesas to and in Washington, where claims exceedéd t
maximum limit imposed by the law and the rule established by the Oommis-
gion duly empowered to make such a rule.
Claimants for cotton could enter the Court of Claims under the ca\:at
and abandoned prope rl:{sc but claimants for “stores and supplies’
not. They wereshut ou e general reputation of the Government in not.
paying its unwritten debts issonotorious and chronic as to discoura;
e most and patient. The cases cit.od, supra, s
blished a precedent, and thereb adviaed claim-
attorneys and the court that the issue of * laches' was not
T Opﬁn snd no ev: nceneed be presented as to it. Attorneys have been
ed in supposing that Congress no longer insisted on the technical and
shadowy defense of “laches,” which ill becomes a **so power " to de-
fend its coffers against long-auﬂering citizens. It ia an judgad and dis-
creditable de!ense It disgraces and hes the national name, It makes
men sullen and unpatriotic. No government that repudiates unwritten debts
snt! obligations of honor can ever be strong in the affections of the people.
§0 can render in return only & gru&%nfaand poor service. Payment and
patriotism are s nONymous and convertible ter
That * sovereign power * which pays only its e roll” debts and writ-
ten obligations not Bnrrlvatha 'mst and * hand of time.” It
plants in its own bosom the seeds o eg These ** laches " claimants have
either been wholly remediless or had doled out them an impracticable mmed?'
like the Southern Claims Commission—a bygone tmbmlp By the “laches™
of claimants the Government saved the inferest.
Respectfully submitted by
GILBERT MOYERS
LATMANTS.

For D
The SENATE COMMITTEE ON C:.Ln(s AND BN
HousE COMMITTEE ON WAR CLATIMS.
Mr. FOWLER.

. Mr, Chairman, I move that the committee do
NOoOWwW rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose, and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. LAWRENCE, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 16228, and
had come to no resolution thereon.

AUTOMATIC COUPLERS AND SAFETY APPLIANCES.

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a confer-
ence report and statement to be printed in the REcorp.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

The bill (8. 8560) to amend an actenﬁtled “An act to promote the safety of

employees and travelers upon railroads by compelling common carriers en-

gaged in interstate commerce to equi t.heir cars with automatic couplers

nn continuous brakes. and their locomotlveswith driving-wheel brakes, and
for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1893, and amend lﬁ-Aprﬂ 1, 1896,

The SPEAKER. It will be printed in the REcORD under the
o.
The conference report and statement are as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT.
The committes of conference on the votes of the two Houses
(8. ) toamend an act en-

on the amendments of the House to the b
titled “An act to promote the safety of emplo and travelers upon rail-
roads compe! common wrizru gnﬁeﬂ in interstate commerce to
equip their cars with automatic m_éalars and continuous brakes and their
locomotives with driving-wheel bra and for other pu " a;
March 2, 1898, and amsnded April lsﬂ&ha ng met, r full and l'ree
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective
Honuses as follows:

That the Senate recede trom its disagreement to the amendment of the
Bouse numbered 1, and agee the same with amendments as follows:

g:ga 2 line 2, after word * Columbia,” insert the words * and shall

apply king.,u caaes, whether or not the couplers brought together are of the
sameo

On -pages. lhms, a't;mthe word “to," insert the words “ train brakes.”
insert the word * trains.”

%unei.nfter the word “all,”
An e House agree to the same.

Tha.t the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the
House numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows:
Btrike out of amendment numbered 2 the wo “Provided, That the Inter-
state Commerce Commmsion mst); upon application and affer full hearing,
decrease said minimum as to any common carrier for a stat
limited time; and provided that in no case shall such reduction permit the
running of any train with less power or train brakes than are required by
section 1 of the act of March 2, Ig&“ and the House a, / sams,

That the Senate recede from its disa, e amendments of the
House numbered 8, 4, and 5, and agree

eoment to
the same.
IRVING P. WANGER,
J. 5. BEHERMAN
W. 0. ADAMBON,
Managers on the part of the House.
J. B. FORAKER,
J. H. MILLARD
MURPHY J. FOSTER,
Managers on the part of the Senate.
The confs h rt of t;r Yo th disagme
e conferees on the e House on the votes of the two
Houses on the bill 8. 3500 make the following statement g
The amendments agreed npon to secure the first amend.ment of the House
are chieﬂy by way of verbal correction and make more perfect the provisions
ht to be secured by the ori nalamsndmﬂn
= 1? seco:tad amendment fix g t thof Ia_;nithbmkad Ce:m
which mus rakes used, wi suo e Interstate Com-
merce Gommjmi decrease su mini‘;num The amendment
to this amendment withdraws the aut.hont to reduce such minimum
Amendments Nos. 3 and 4 provide that provisions of the act shall not
go into effect until September 1, 1803.




1903.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2675

Amendment No. 5 continues the duty b Bog common carriers to observe all
the requirements of.the act of March 2, as amended by the act of April
1, 189&, s.nd extends the provisions of that act as to the Interstate Commerce
n and to district attorneys to this act.
The SPEAKER.
ment:
The Clerk read as follows:

House members of the committee to represent the Congress of the United
States at the celebration of the one hundredth anniversary of the tt‘gnmg of the
treaty for the purchase of the Louisiana Territo AMES A, TA
JAMES B, BHERMAN, THAD M. MARON, RICHARD ARTHOLI}T "H. C. VAN
VooRrHIS, RICHARD WAYNE PARKER, JESSE OVERSTREET, JAMES R. h[um.
WALTER 1. SMITH, JAMES M. MILLER, E.J. BURKETY, 3. M. ROBERTSOX,
C. L. BARTLETT, JOHX F. SHAFROTH, JAMES HAY

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its readm)ﬁ
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bi
of the 1t:g{lllt‘m".n' g title in which the concurrence of the House was
reques

H. R. 16910. An act making appropriations for the Department
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1904.

The message also announced that the Senatehad bills of
the fol}og‘vivmg titles; in which the concurrence of the House was

uested:

. 7407. An act to aunthorize the Donora Southern Railroad
Company, a corporation organized and existing under the laws of
the monwealth of Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain a
bridge ?icrosa the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylva-

; an

8. 7337. An act to amend an act of December 21, 1898, entitled
““An act to amend the laws relating to American seamen, for the
&m:necnon of such seamen, and to promote commerce,’” in respect

otments.

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—WAGONER AGAINST BUTLER.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, to avoid misin-
terpretation of the unanimous consent granted to the minority as
to filing their views in the contested-election case of Wagoner
against Butler, I wish to state that the minority has been engaged
upon those views ever since 9 o’clock this morning. I want to
ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he will not ask unani-
mous consent to extend the time until 12 o’clock to-night, and let
them be filed before that time with the Public Printer. We will
probably get them ready within an hour.

Mr. OIE?S TED. Mr. Speaker, we desire that the minority
shall have that privilege, and I ask unanimous consent that the
time be extended in accordance with the request of the gentle-
man from Indiana.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent that the minority in the St. Louis contested-
election case may have until 12 o’clock to-night to file their views
with the Government Printer, to be printed in the RECoORD in the
morning. 1sthereobjection? [After apause.] The Chairhears
none.

The views of the minority are as follows:

The undersigned members of the Committee on Elections No. 2 dissent
from the conclusions reached by the majority in the above-entitled case, and

The Chair makes the following announce-

trully resent the following reasons therefor:
m‘;ﬁg l'et.nms gave the contestee a plurality of 6,208, as shown by the
!ollowing vo
Butler, |Wagoner,
i hides
2,219 206
1,837 55T
1,650 1,087
92 6l
101 389
.......................... 1,489 1,501
.................... 2,248 636
85 530
69 86
189 276
........................ 1,960 1,082
1,989 885
1,415 1,909
ﬁ 543 804
radncta land2 248 412
) T O e e e R S e A 9 16,844 10, 551
8
27,660
Butler’s plurality.. 6,293
Butler's majority.. 6,028
tion

at the Congressional election held November 4, 1002, in a special elec
called by the governor of Missouri to fill a vacaney in the Fifty-seventh Con
Emm occasioned by the declaration of this House in its resolution ad

une 28, 1902, declaring that 1o valid election had been tharawfow he| d
fill the seat from the Twelfth Congressional district of Missouri in the Fil‘ty

aaventh Oongrm
Mr. Butler was the unanimous nominee of the Democratic
in that distréct for the election for member of Congress tn fill the vacancy in
-seventh Congress. He was likewise the unanimous nom-
inee of the Democratic party for the seat in the Fiﬂy—elsht‘h Congress from
the Twelfth Mnmssionnl istrict of Missouri. Asa candidate against him
for the seat in the Fifty-eighth Congress George D. Reynolds was the Re-

publican nominee. For the seat in the Fifty-seventh Congress, to fill the
vmncy, no lar nomln.ation svas made by the Republican par

George C. B. Wagoner, who had circulated a ition to be
plmad on t.ho 'ballot as a candidate no: ted by electors, wi the board
of election commissioners, after the Republican party had to make a

Republican nomination
thout rotest from the eonmiee
Decem 2 contestant ﬁ resented a memorial to this House setting forth

his notice of eonte:st.. and ¢ iming to have been dnlyelacted amember of this
House. In Dece: on a resolution was adopted by the House

placed upon the official Rapublim ballot

which was as tollows:
“ RESOLUTION.

“Resolved, That in the contested election case of George C. R. Wagonerv.
James J. Butler, from the Twelfth Con nal district of Missouri, the
contestee shall be required to serve upon the contestant his answer to notice
of contest on or before December 15, 1802, and that the time for taking and
completing testimony in such case shall be limited as follows: The contestant

be allowed from December 15,1002, until and including January 3,1%03,
in which to take testimony; t.ha contesteo shall be allowed from Jnnlmry
11303, until and hmluding ;‘3 .1 for the tu.kin of his testimony; an

a.‘Ilow from January 27, 1903, until and in ndl:ug
Febru.nry 1, lﬂ%tor the taking ony in rebuttal.

“As soon as the testimony sh.nll have been received by the Clerk of this
Hou.sa 11; shall at once be referred to the Committee on Elections No. 2, am
the ttee shall proceed to the consideration of the case, and, havin,
ﬂrst aﬂ!ordod to the parties an opportunitf heard as to the marltstﬁ
the same, shall report to this House its conclusions with t to such case
in time to afford to the House an opportunity to pass upon the same durin
the present session of Con xcept so far as herein otherwise provid
this case shall be averned 'by the onEnuy rules of procedure in contes

election
The notice of contest clmrgad that in 63 of the total of 118 election pre-
cinets in the district there were such irregularities as would warrant Con-

indepﬂ ving Mr. Butler of the seat. and confirming Mr, Wagoner as a
resentative from the Twelfth Congressional district in this Congress
t the very beginning of the report of the majority of this comm.ittee the

partisan character of the same an thantterlynnrairntﬁtude of the majori
of this committee is evidenced by the unwarranted and undignified attac
which is made upon the rtion of the dmz-ict, which embraces the
precincts which ret luralities in favor of Mr. Butler. These pre-
cinets in toto are ehnrm by the report as ‘‘ the worst portions of the
city and contain the lowest classes of her inhabitants.”” This characteriza-
tion is absolutely g'mtu.ltaus and not borne out by the evidence as far as dis-
closed by the argument of counsel or the ability of the committee to read

@ same.
We conclude, as a result of the conclusions of the committee, that it was
the judgment of the majority to disfranchise all the voters who are so unfor-

tunate as to be compelled to reside in the eastern or Democra on of
the T'welfth Congressional district of Missouri. Certain it is that the re-
go of this committee, which exclud eailoftheaaqpcrecincta!mmthe count,

hat all of the voters in these 41 nects of the Twelfth ional dis-
trict are distmnc.h.isad and excluded from participation in their constitu-
tional privileges

b action.

The report of t]{e majority of the committee in its opening pamgghs
seems to give undue pmm.intgnce to the eloctmn contest of Horton v
B e o heckugs r tes o i ML 0GR e oy

Were UNSsea use of fraud on the emocrats an
Re ublicam in the election of 1900 in that distric pa
report in that case said:

Ak It ap] rs timt. about 5,000 votes were cast for the contestee and about
2,000 for testant under names and addresses which a careful canvass
coul as representing actual residents. 'We can not apply one
rule nf ini'ea-ence to one side and narum to S

3 e ly tlltz 1-;0 t.‘ug oth?r si le.edlfior
CAT Weé, When 50 INAN 'VD apparea; wi rand are Involwv -
termine that he who shall be declared elected.

m
“In so fi the fi f nelflubgcibyitm f testi 1 d.
80 far as the foree o ar o imony is alone consid-
unaffected by the other ev{m L £

ered, dence in the case, it would a r that th
iniquity of the Re&mbucsn differed from that of 6amomt.ig
On

in degree.’
e afa.:? of the returns at the election of 1600 Mr, Butler had a major-
of

At the elaeﬁon for the short term now oonbeshad he had on the face of the

in the same district, & ma;onty Of
of this contest, and the repo rity of the committee

hore‘In ﬂled]simpela the conclusion t.hst a !acl: of mnqci.sl mguu’y has ensued.

i d invoked that forestalls a due consideration of the mass of evi-
enue an
cia‘i‘igéi pwemstnhs,veusurped the place of reason and calm judi-

A rﬁss.nforcoutestnnt, subordina the justice of the case, considered
i’rum the stnndpoint. of judici.sl and e ii:quiry. can find in partisan-

ship his refuge in e'pomtlon tlhsacovsrtifnot an open partisan at-
tempt dexterously to sustain gglicy conaelved tromand growing out of the

O Lty pronauboeh i pit hereal s bershi
reconceived is not ¢ eable to
to memm? ﬂelacﬁon eommltbe;g t.her;.vt it i
That it exists is a; parent It laelsbomte enough to not only extend at
this time toa contest from

ﬁtéﬂed 1n the last session hut goes g t.he naxt Congress, and herein is found

reasons for the élmra!r;at_t;cat in 11;{19 rg:rt t.obt‘:aoth
in this pre-thonght-out policy not been wronght by the de-
signem otﬁ or by the unexpected election of the contestee by a ori !
e thousands. It needs but a casual reading of the present re to

the !ines and systems, the arguments and reasons, and the salient pointa in
the fonner report, and the promotersof the plan will hope for the same char-
acteristics & next.

In the la.st contest Elections Committee No. 1 considered it; in this it
ghifted to Elections Committee No, 2. This m&e urged as ov{dence of 8'3:

me fairness, The whole rooeedjx}ig tent
free it mmthaelemhintoff&h'n — mm

Seit thaesimmcks o i g fo o oms e £
reference wor T, AN oW to been
ﬂm‘.?l‘l‘lh11 lx?tm mad ot‘:lllt‘ 0;3?1% ‘T the o P
& report now e, the pr ure up to fail to
time for consideration of the case and the !alﬁgm to g'lv";v'a udidaltfir:ferm?ng
tion to it ina manner that would give a judicial weight to t].ha report, all show
ﬁrowdure and conclusions that minority can not subscribe to or ask the
0'%?12 ;{— of 3§mmmoﬁw ify"i g%a committee will not stultify themsel
21D ves
?gﬂmoﬂonin conclusions that no one could by a judicial inguiry, within
time allot draw from the mass of confli ev:demca presented
The contestant was not in an advantageous n as representing the
bhmu gart‘.y on the ballot.
lican candidates in 8t. Louis suffered by the internecine fac-
tional wm 1n the Republican organization and party. The result of this in-
ternal and party disorsa.nlzatlan is shown by tgne]ectinn returns, not only
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gi all the Republican candidates for Congress, but of all Republican candi-

i%f”““?.ir‘? R antin o Taciatiats v comtrial ety canatione
cO! eti Organ ons O A ¥ organiza
dia % nndyspmed it led to eriminations and recriminations, and re-
n:]tec in chaos not unlike that mentioned in t.he first chapter of Genesia,
This is amply shown by the open revolt by Republicans of high standing,
and the record shows scores of leading representative Republicans who were
g to testify to such conditions. As bearing on the ability of the con-
testant as a vote getter these fact are important. He did not run as a candi-
date for the llmgll rm, but was vouchsafed a scant three months of service
involved in the short time.
Here are some of the evidences of internal disorder:
The contestant filed a petition of voters to appear as a candidate for the
ghort term. A like petition was filed by Loffhagen for the long term and by
nolds for the long term, and by him for the short te
petition from the central committee was filed by Reynold.a for the long
term and for the short term
A convention nominated
A minority from this convention no
and Loffhagen for the long term. )
Imﬁ'h.ngm withdrew for the long term and ds withdrew for the
short te Here we have the manifold andeon.ﬂi efforts of the contest-
ant to get on the ticket, which was the fruit o n disorder.
he contestant was not a resident of his disu-ict.. but reg’isterod and voted
from his place of business in the district in which he was a candidate. His
eligibility to run in the district is not questioned, but his power as a vote

Beynolds for the short and long term.
minated contestant for the short term

getter is guestioned.
1:*..' to run in the manner he did asa tative of the abli-
can pm-ty on the ballot is ed as a matter of law,and this sup-
ried the best anthority.

poBy the action of the ()omm.itbee on Elections No. 1 in the last session the
seat was declared vacant. In effect, it was to say to the ties:

““We disfranchise you for the present in L‘he’Izvelfth ct and set aside
the rtqhiaot the State of but at the coming election a choice can be
mad

Wlth a8 knowledge that a to the courts would deny the right of the
contestant here to be p on the ballot as a candidate, with thoughts ﬂmt
this would result from an a.ppeal to the courts and with tima fully adetl
to present it to the court, the contestee ma, y waived his right and
the advantage thus offered, and did not take this step, and expressly waived
it in the examination of witnesses and before the committee, so that this re-
sult of the election counld besolved by the legitimate voters of the district, un-
hampered by an that wounld prevent a fair consideration and decision.
Any evidence of fraud, violence, or irregularities in any precinct, as shown
by the swurn aﬂdenca iS not on a fair construction more than the usual re-
mma incident to large citlea and congosted population of the character 1nci-
dent to lcxmlitias in such cities.

By the report of the former oonbest a t t.ha stttl.u member these frauds
were the e contest, and in this
contest the record shows t t what frm.:d or i.rmgu]aﬁty there was in differ-

t precinets was chargeable to both parties
l:‘In gome precincts the anomalous condition is presented that Republican

candidates for justice of the gmce as well as those for constabls, subordi-

nated the Rep ublican candida Congress to their own ambitions to serve

the peuplo as ! tme of the or constable in these courts.

ﬂhIn no gr:.y show, nor does the majority of the committee
my 1

Bux.ler was in sr}y way connected with any fraud, irregu-
larity, or nolsnce. or responsible for it.

The rule that where gnra ballots can be ted from those tainted by
fraud the former should be counted has not ed by the ma;onty
of the committee, but to seat the contestant thay ve rejec in a whole-
sale manner all the ballots in umny &mincm, thus da?)riving the legal voters
of their ns:h and thus depri citizens of the right to have their

ballots
The inevita.bla conclusion follows that the majority of the committee were
willing to accept results on the authority of partisans of contestant who for-
mulated reports and data in his behalf, gia.sed as they were in their interest
in Mr. Butler's loss of a seat.
The most charitable judgment, which falls far short of
to the report of the mnfg;ity of the committee, is found in
nn care to go through the and laborions task of finding the truth tor
themselvos and aﬁ?amtin 1 from the ill ballots, but are content
the result on the anthority of partisan ers for the contestant,
to'r w h work the majority may not have had the time, possibly no inelit

Their action in failing to consider all the evidence in a careful and orderly
ma.nmr does not gwe dfgmty to their report or place upon it that seal of ac-
that commends it to a ;]udieinl mind or that should
brief tim ﬂonsa oi‘.jiaﬁmm ntt;ﬁf oo testee to data, which
A ef 2] wna ven 8 &) of con Trepare W
llo ? th%aoommttm and
nts in the case, but the report was p ¥ com-
lat.ad qcmg‘baf @ time that the data were to be ru.rmshed to the commit-
his action doaa not bear the light of day except upon the theory of
foreclosure, above referred
The hearings bafore the committes were all m; no subcommittes was
nted to consider any branch or feature of the case, save, however, that
ich subsequent expe: ce has fully proven. that the premnoeived ur-
pose of unseating the contestee had dominated all the proceedings without
regnrd to that fair and judicial determination that should chn.mcterisa a
committee having for its functions judicial ing
The tleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] did not :%gn the report of
the ority. He wasabsent during all the hearings of and his
most important public duties in other lines is ample excuse for hfs nonat-
tendance, and the fact of his absence is only mentioned to show that this
rt does not bear his judicial indorsement.
re'g«zr DwigHT, New York, was absent from all the meetings and delibera-
tions of the committee while the committee was engagod in open session,
and as this time involved all the time up to within two ura of the presen-
tation of the re to the House, it can be stated that his absence was con-
tinuous till such last meeting. absence is properly excused by his ill‘
ness, and the facts are mentioned only to show with what sanctity the repo
comes to this House.
The other seven members of the committee, inclu three Democrats,
were constant in their attendancei and the mmcnty feel constrained to say

%t ﬂtl;im n}agbars att't?ntdth t. wt thoug&t and Elmn to thacon
8 case, bu at, wi & 8 exce on or
ttyemet:t!:egs of the committee were convinced that Erlthm the t:fm a.llotwd
?:n safe and udlcia.l oonsidemt.im oc\::ld be givat]:) to the complex and impor-
t case. e not unr
The m‘lnonty members of tha committee did not attend the last meeting
of the committee, and the excuse for that is found in the general and unde-
niable rumor of a fact that the dominant force had prej the case, had

thing concerning the disu
financial

adversely to the contestee, and that no sufficient time

o mé‘;.ingodty to pr«:meﬂ:l nt their ﬂg& o& t.hlam CcAsSe nné%m E:lat
{ ] repare those views, w ey have continuo

and laboriously since that%lmn been striving to do, and at this hour of uivJ
rty minutes more under the order of the House and only
bave slender hopes, with all this industry, of accomplishing the task.

The printed evidence reached the committee in sections, commencing
February 16, and the final printing of the evidence was completed February
23, It embraces 2,400 pages, and wasaccompanied by 1 pou.nds of exhibits

The argnment consumed twelve ho and continued from February 16 to
the 21st. These ents were taken by reporters and were to be printed
ror tbe use ot tha committee,

mn facilities for the fair and judicial determination of the case
wera toret. by the earlire rt to the House on the 2ith of Feb

not to speak of them as a wor ra. rent eupererogation in view of
prearranged intent that is proven b uent events and which has char-
acterized acts in the case since the the contestant and his partisan,

coming from the close of the évidence at 5t. Louis on January 31.

It is not intended to say that the parties to t.hl.u contast did not do all they
could to present evidence to mi.n e¢gs, by a close vote,
declined to send a subcommittee to St. Lonis to sepam‘l:e the wheat from the
chaff and to hear the evidence in the flrst instance. The parties introduced
a large mass of evidence—too much, indeed, for a fair consideration of the
case upon its merits this session—and within that limited time brought 2,800
pages; and by a system of taking evidence to secure what was thought to be

needed, as h h as eight notaries were engaged at the same time in taking

@ examinatio
I.u this fact we find more derelicfion on the part of the majority of the
committee in attampting to judicially upon this evidence without read-
ing it or any majo r‘tﬁ it, which is not ible in the time, than we
mmpllgm t.}:?a for not having sufficient evidence on which to de-

The so-called Nea‘bit law, which was adopted in 1899, and which provides
election machinery Ep‘.lm’ble to the city of St. Louis onl y, comes in for a
eneral discussion and disapprobation by the repon of the majority, while
n the ar ent before the committee there was nothl’;\'l
by cou for the contestant against the int:agrity and the gm'neaa of the
esbit law. This is another bit of fa: , intended to dovetail the
report of this committee into the report of ttee on Eleet‘lons No. 1, in
the Horton Butler contest in the first session of the Fifty-seventh Co
mplaint is made in the repcrt t.ha.tcg rior to the adopuon of the la
1808, th district elected a Repu ngres&ma by a m:ljonty of 2!321
but'since the adoption of t.he ln.w,m 1900 and 1902, Democratic m.u.jori
have been returned. The ma.. ority here carefully refrains from saying any-
ted condition of the Democratic :io,rty upon the
issue in 1893 and !B'.B, and their pmctiml nnity since that time.
Members of Congress who were returned to House by majorities
mn ing up in the thousands, and retired from the prasent (:rmgr like
r‘l ies, will be visibly moved by the convin ogic and the eloguence
t':‘hm statement contained in the report of the orit. It is true that the
Repub]imn pnrty carried this district in 1506 and in 1898, and the evidence
showa thn.t. 0 g one othar time in twenty-five years did they carry it.
emonstrated in the argument in th!a ca.se that every feature
of w‘bat l.a tnown as the N esbit law, which was majority
of the Committee on Electmns No.1in their seas!bn of this Con-
gl;sﬂ, has been absolutely cured tlon W] h was in force at the
of this election. The Commi on Elections No. 1 charged that the
chief elnmants of weakness in the Nesbit law might be

'ollows:

L 1) The entire election machinery is in the hands of three election com-
mmmonars appointed by the governor, of whom one must be politically op-

overnor. The act of the majority is the act of the board.

“(g) The election commissioners must appoint a depntﬁlelection commis-
gioner, who is *vested with all the powers and duties of the commissioners
dnriy their absence, sickness, or inability to rform their duties.’

ith a complacent or corrupt majority the tai member might as
well take a journey to the North Pole as to sttampt. to take any eflicient part
T i To% practicall all of the city rogls
" nder the provisions of section prac y all of the city
: mmissioners. small

vent

tration occurs at the office of the election co; A very per-
centage is conducted before the g recinct registration bam'
Eb o) ttint. {t)]is m?ﬁ has not yet devised a larger opport.umty for fraudulent
mgmtm on than
% (4) The board of election commissione r8&—which, if need be, is the deputy
ner—a points four judges of election and two clerks,
“Twoo udgesand one of said clerks of election shall belong to and be
members of the partyof o te politics to the other two ju and clerks.’
*This provision seems to be fair and innocent. But the culty about it

is that the board of election commissioners, or their eonvenienﬁyempowered
deputy, are the judges, from whose judgment there is no agpe&l as to the

political qusllﬁcations of the judges and clerks whom the;
In other words, the two salient objections to the Nesbitt law which that
cla ch rized the

committee found in its report were, first, that
pointment of a deputy election commissi
of the powers of the en board; and secondly, that feature which made
them the absolute juw Lodga or tribunal for deciding the Be%ublmnism or non-
R%bhcan.lm of the man appointed to act for the Republican party.
first amendment absolutely abolished th wer to appoint a deputy

election commissioner. That power seamed to EP% most annoyance to the

committee when the matter cam hat feature of the law was
absolutely eliminated by the legm‘la ion of mn The further complaint was
that the law lacked an element of ess in that the judges of the opposite

pa might be other than members of that party.

The amendment of 1801 provided that there should be two judges and one
of the clerks on the precinet election board members of the tm‘ty which is
next in numbers to the one that elects the governor—that is, Republican
party. Thusthe amenamentsof 1901 answered every contention for fairnesa
of the majority of tha Cummjl:t.ae on Elections No. 1.

‘We quote the old la:

3 Twu of said dgea and one of said clerks of election shall belong to and
BJB membera of the party of opposite politics to the other two judges and

erk

We quote the new law. It is section 7220:

‘“BEC. 7229, Judges and clerks to be selected—Qualifications.—Such board of
election commissioners shall as early as prwt.im mg)rlor to the first city or
State election after this act becomes a law select and choose four electors as
;Er:dges of el n for each inct in such city; they must be citizens of the

d States, nnd entitladp to vote in such precinct at the next election;
must be men of good ra&mte and character; of good understanding and
mpub e; they must reside in the ward in which the predinct for which they
selected to act is situated, and not hold any office or employment nnder
tha Unjt.ed States, the State of Missouri, or the city in which such election is
held, and not be candidates for any office at the next ensuing election; two
clerks of election for each precinct shall also be selected within the same time
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b mchcnmmjmioners. who shall possess the same qualifications as the judges
oresaid
“Before entering upon the duties of their offices, each judge and clerk so
ppointed shall take and subscribe to like oath as that taken and subseribed
by the election commissioners and file the same in the office of the election
commissioners. Said judges and clerks shall beappointed for a term ending
thirty days prior to the next State election sfm election at which tm
were ap')ointecl to serve and shall, during said term, serve as ju
clerks at all special, ll:«:.lxlE or mnnil:ipal elertions in such cities; where a va-
cancy in the office of Ju or clerk shall occur from any said com-

m oncrs shall make an appointment as herein prov:dad such va-
- Two of said udgea and one of said clerks of election shall belo and
be members of, 'gh litical party which, at the last general Ste.l?es eltg‘cﬁon
tor State oﬂicers, led the highest number of votes for governor, and two
said judgea nn ne of said clerks of election shall belong to, and be mem-

'bﬂra of, the whlch at said last State election, polled the next

hest num r or votes or %evarnor. a.ml the names of two of said judges
and one of said clerks shall election commissioner or
commissioners belon toand a memhar or members of the same political
garty as such judges and clerks, subject to ratification by the of elec-

on commissioners, but said board of election co: oners shall to
each of the aforesaid political parties equal representation in the appoint-
ment of judges and clerks.

“If any person holding the poaitinn of jut}ffnor clerk of election is found
not to ssnll qualifications prescri section, or if any such judge
or clerk shall be guilty of neglecting the duties of the p?ace, r be guilty of
any official misconduct, then such person shn]l be removed from office by the

commissioners, and any such vacancy shall immedjataly filled ﬂm ap-
pointment of a suitable person to such place, who shall be and ap-
pointed as this section provides.” ®

Can there be devised a more tho wvision than that?

roughly safe ed
To say that this provision is fair and to attack results attained under it
~i8 to attack the administration, the mtegnty, the honesty, the patriotism of
oy e L T A iratio partisanship d

o necused of lac the ess which p 8-

mands of its devotees , the m:ﬁ}n‘try of this committee sa; =
“The election much'inm of the whole city is ¥1aced undar the control of
the board of election commissioners, composed three members appointed
by the governor for a term of four years. The law does indeed provide that
one of snid commissioners shall be a member of and to the leading
mpo to that to which the governor belongs. Neverthe-
o is aalect{d ¥ the governor and not likely to be very antagonistic to

the party whose governor confers u him the position.”
desperation devise a more bitter, a more cruel, a more venomous, a

more oold. heartless, not to say cowardly, attack upon the Republican com-
missioner of elections of the city of St. Louis, who is at the present time Mr.
Lonis P. Aloe, who, according to the evidence taken in this case, is a man of
the Mghest standm%eas & man and as & Republican—the praddent. of the
Merchants’ publican Club in the ty 8t. Louisat the time of his
Eentntment, the most powerful Repu u.taation west of the Alle-

fh v Mountains; furmer y El:s! mt of the ng'u.e of Clubs of
e State of Missouri, and who, less than two weeks :fg, was selected and
resided as toastmaster over the annual banguet of League of Repub-

nClubsot M.imuri
tion of this law.

As to eonmrnlnq the aj intmentot Re-
pabhmn jnd%ee and clerks. the desires djregtpo ttention of
he besnmony of James McCaffery, chairman of the board of

.&PPOD?TI[ENT OF REPUBLICAN JUDGES AND CLERKS.

James McCaffery, chairman of the board of election commissioners:
Dgectmmtnn on b Mr%:lsh(plﬁf&ﬁ; o D
*Q. Did you, asa member of board of election commissioners adty
. (?rw I.‘]m..ouis. direct, or order, or appoint the judges and clerks to act Novem-
“A Nevsrsppointsdsdngle clerk or judge.
2‘ Wera yappointsd under your

E w are th spgutntadorhow do they become clerks and judges?
“A. Bs? t.lm of election commissioners as a board. 2
A.ndyouareamamberotthat'boardr

" Q Aﬁ pmddent of that board aswell?

'A. Chairman; yes, sir.
"Q Whutist.he method, or what was the meﬂ:u!buuedwﬂh reference to
appointment of judges and clerks for the lican and Democratic

;nrﬁas for the election which was held on November 4, 18022

“A.L E and clerks are recommended by the Democratic central
committes e Democrats and by the Republican mmtml committee for
the Republicans—the Republicans are recommended by the Republican cen-
tral committee and nppo%nted by the Republican member of the board of
alaction oommiaaionara. subject to the approval of the board of election com-

"Q So t.hat all the judges and clerks who officiated at the election on
November 4 were recommended to our board by the committeemen of the
various wards in which they serw

“A. Yes; without any ptce\g_tmn whataomr 0

Also testimony of John M. Wood, member board of election commissioners.

Direct examination by Mr. Walsh (pp. 1549 and 1550):

“Q Doyon.nsn.mambero the board of felecﬁmwmmlmbm::isun
and clerks who acted at the held

intment of the ju
Novem%ar 4. 1902 this ci
tﬁ!ﬁ you state the method under which those judges and clerks were

e

Yes, sir; they were nominated by the mmmii:baeuot thatwoleading
parties, to wit, the Republican and the ww&
as the statutes provide, the committeemen of eﬂ-t..h mbm.it
to us a list of ju and clerks for the election, aud ln
objection was e, or there was some evidence furnished u.s, or we Imd of

own knowledge information that the parties whose names were

were innomlg;t;mt or otherwise unfit, we followed the recommenda: of

'I.ha and selected ju and clerks out of the lists submitted.
‘Where any one of the ju and clarka were discovered to be unfit,

:{hﬂt ‘method did Eon pursue for the purpose of fillingthe office vyacated un-

er those
“A. We selected another man from the same list. The statute provides
t‘hat. they ghall submit a number of names; and when ana man was rejected
another from the same list of the same par erever we re-
fu.sod to accept the man who had been nominated bycmaside or the other
we auhstltuta.d in his place another one from the same list.
“Q. But all of those appointments which were made by your board—you

selected as tative of the various parties only those who were sug-
gested to you by the committeemen of the various parties?

A, Yenlsir' and my recollection at this time is that out of all of the names

heréd were very few—perhaps as many asten—that were rejectad.

Wﬂa there any controversy between the membersof the board on this

qus
No. sir.
“ Yl;)enrl‘- board always met with the two Democratic and one Republican
mem
“A. Yes, sir. We never have, so far as I can recollect, transacted any

on

business except a re; tative of both es was present. Well, perhaps
once in a while—I ‘t-nowmeol!ecto m.s‘tanoa butI‘k:nowao far as
unimportant matters, formal ma % g an order to
'bIaan. or something of that kind whc‘m the Hean member of

and for the other mem| rs to attend to tj or
said he could not be present, and for the
possibly that may have

committee said he was bus;

when the Democratic mem

ublican and the other member to do it—I think
ppened onee or twice during the past yea:

*Q). That was in mnnactlon with ord.mnry routine matters?
“A. Yes, sir; al ther,
“Q. And had no on these elections?
“A. Nothing bearing on tbe elections at all. rding the appointment
g{a %l.erks and ev else we did, the full was always present on
“Q. Isn't it a fact in connection with the appointment of the ublican

Lmime and c]erks that that matter was left practically and entirely in the
f the Republican member of the hoa
“A. Yes, sir; slhaethar.“
And, further, to the testimony of Charles Claudius (p. 1509-1510 who was
the chief Republican clerk under the immediate orders of the ublican
election commissioner,

“Direct examination by Mr, WALSH:

“ Q. State your name and address.

“A. Charles Claudius; 4630 Nebraska avenue,

“Q. What official tion did you hold November 4, 19022
“A. Assistant in the election commissioner’s office.

“E ;gi"hnt rty were you affiliated with?

:: Q. Wegz?e yuu. there as appointee of the Republicans?

“Q Inahmt capacity did you receive the communications from the various
committeemen as to the appoin ts for the officials of gmur party to be
pl.acad in the po].l.i.ng places on election day, November 4, 1

i“ Sd‘! Ncrw. have you any records of the official communications you re-
ceiv
“A Mr. Aloe has them; I turned them over to him.
“Q. Who is Mr. Aloe?
“A The Republican election commissioner.
. Can you recollect who wmmmtad with you as to the appointment
of 111 nnﬂ clerks in the Fourth War
A theF%_prthWnrdJ Thatwu.lndgewm I think,
“‘a %?m‘d:ﬂth tme ht the Republi £ and
ere 8 & nts for the can party for
clerlm in thedf_'ourth the suggestion of Robert Wi ]Lﬂu
at Now. who did you receive acommunication from from the Fifth Ward
w{t.'hQ reference to these matters?
“A. Joseph Schuler.
Y E YH& isﬁthe committeeman of the Fifth Ward?
] Qr‘r.I wnnt to ask you that question with reference to the Fourth Ward,

Robe:
“A. He i!a the Republican committeeman from the Fourth Ward."

. Who did you receive a communication from with regard to t.he
po%PA Taent of Bjuﬂses and clerks for the Sixth Ward? oo

“Q, The santlema.n who has just testified?

SIEE
& Q Mr. Owen ts the Republican party?

W@n tteeman of the SBixth Ward.
- L did you receive a communication from with reference to the
“A. Twelfth Ward? O. A, Alt.

“Q He is what in the
blican co
“A thsi.ar Twelfth Ward?
g Didytm receive a communication, also, from a representative of the

mast\‘.orns ; I forget his name—William H. Ludwig.
Ee was what in theymty‘im
ublican central committeeman,
*Q. For what ward?
" Thir‘bgfgtb Ward. ot -

1 receive communical rom urteen
wi“A-regemm tgo the judges and clerks? (5 e S et
“ Repul;“ﬁd wm}ni:ﬂteg:mm f the Fourteenth Ward
= can eol of the
“Q. Nuw. for the Fi.tteemth ‘Ward, who furnished tha list of judges and

clerks for the lican
“A. Fifteenth ard?
Slingman, wasn't it?

ud: e
“Q. Who and what was he in the Republican pa-r%?!
2. blican eotgniﬁemn of th%u i ars Wi
e information from Twen ard?
2 Twenma Goldstein,
Q. Who and what is he?
“A. Republican committeeman.
2 F‘o'r t‘ih: Twentieth Ward?

. WhomfromthoTwontyﬁmW&rd!
GharﬂeDaEn

£ R L o
u‘pﬁ you information from th

- Whoandwhntiahe?
“A. He is Republican central committeeman.

Idon't ram.am‘ber .
t’i‘mtrmond Ward? Vit

g2
mmpo

?é

bo
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WLl Ehnt was Bat Clask and Datty Rega

WAS an n.
Who is Pat Clark? .
A Republican central committeeman of that ward.
And who is Pstt¥ Reagan?
He was runni or justice of the peace,
He was the cag%idxte for justice in the Twenty-third Ward?
In the Twenty-third; yi]e;i sir.
What position does he hold?
Assistant in the election commissioners' office.
Representing what party?

%r'lblimn.

o th was he a candidate for? On what ticket?
il B

How about the Twenty-fourth Ward?

That was furnished by Blake and Fred Smith.

Who is Blake?
Chairman of the Re’pnhlimn city committee.
‘Who is Fred Smith

He was the Republican candidate for sheriff,
And from the Twenty-fiftth Ward?

George P. Weinbrenner,

‘What is he?

Republican committeeman.

Now from the Twenty-eighth?
That was furnished by Bonner.
. Who and what is he?

O N e Wenh is also the J isai ppointed b

“Q. Now, Mr. nbrenner e jury commissioner a; v
t.hg'g ublican circuit judges?

. Yes, sir.
“Q. He still holds that office?
" Y dr
e8,

S N e

OPOPOPOPOPOPOFOPOPOPOPOPOPO

‘];3: A?ls'of these committeemen whom have named, they are all Re-
pu Am'lg representative members of the city organization?
AL sir.
“Q. Have you been able to recall the name of the committeeman from the
en

-first?
“A, T believe it is Dr, Pritchett; I am not sure.
it is Dr. Pritchett—he is the committeeman from that ward—do

committee for the Democrats, and by the Republican central committee for

ublicans. The Republicans are recommended the blican
central committee and appointed by the Republican member of the of
election commissioners, subject to the approval of the board of election
oom:lmsa'loners.

“%éTSo that all the judges and clerks who officiated at the election on No-
vem 4 were recommended to your board by the committeemen of the
various wards in which they served?

“A. Yes; without any exception whatsoever.”

The next feature of this remarkable report of the majority of this com-
mittee is devoted entirely to an attack upon the registration in this Con-
nal district. A contemplation of the method by which a basis for thia
attack was laid in the proof will also appeal with great eloquence to this
House as a demonstration of the character of fairnessand judicial procedure
which characterizes the effort to railroad Mr, Butler out of this House from

o beginnin, badg of these prowediniﬂ to the end.

It is sta in this report that by far the greater number of names upon
the official re ware pl there at the board of election oners'
office rather t at the various precinet polling places on the day regularl
sppointed by law for personal registration in the precinet. Bays the rejpo 2

‘A voter may %g:n a certain day registor in the precinet in which he lives,
but except upon t da; ration must be made outside of the precinct,
and in many cases outside of the Congressional district, at the office of the
central board of election commissioners.”

In this case the said office of the central board of election commissioners
isin the very heart of the Twelfth Con, ional distriet.

Perhaps in the hurry to secure the salary of a member of Congress for the
contestant whom they believe to have been elected in this case they forgot
the fact that the office of the central board of election commissioners is in
the heart of this * very worst" portion of the city of St. Louis, as they have
characterized it.

Says the report:

% Sylm 7238. Judges shall sign registry—r to be eent to commission-
ers—com: oners —how I.tst:dpu lic records.

“*At the end of the last session provided for the said board of registration
and =aid clerk shall compare and correct the ters aforesaid and make
them correspond and agree; and said judges then, immediately follow-
ing the last name on each page of the register. %ﬁ':nt.ﬁair names 8o that no
other name can be added without discovery, an return the two regis-
ters to the p ion of the election commissioners; thereupon the said

" = H o
you%'now whether or not he is the one who furnished the names of the jud
and ﬁleﬁks dﬁo were to act as such November 4, 1902!

L = e

i QiﬂNow. were there any judges or clerks %ointmi to represent the
Republican party who were not voters or appointed by the various commit-
beezzon ;hgﬁ: you have named in the Twelfth Congressional district?

WA 0, .

Q. These appointments were all made at the suggestion of the commit-
hamenA ’?r uﬁd,ar their indorsement?

L3 o r‘

“Q. N?;r, if &ere Were any ch;engeih made il:’ll any of thg Jjudges or clerks,

" changes made in these various wards?

by‘&.o'ﬁ: :?mmiasgaemn was notified, and he sent down a letter to the
effect, with his signature attached to it.

“Q. And these appointments or changes were only made under these

“A, Yes, sir.”
1511:

Page

e B ot S ety sk
wQ. That was true also of Pat Regan in the Twenty-third?

:-:‘a'. ‘iﬁa’?ﬁ Slingman in the Fifteenth?

::ﬁﬁa‘m?r gentlemen made it their business to secure their own ap-

poin
“A. Yes, sir.
“%‘ H?.‘Regan is now engaged in the same position which you occupied

prior or at the time of election, 1902

::‘(1;'. ‘{’% :lurépeedod Mr. Regan in that position when he became a candi-

tet
“A: goaa‘hawhad as much of a fnmj‘ﬂ:rity with the wcarking's of t.lli)a office of
‘tion commissioners as you have possessed and acquired by being a

gg}::be‘r gf:\ 1:11: board of eluctio}n commissioners’ staff?

"%;'. %%a;v. do you know how many members of this committee, or how
many of these committeemen, were members of the city central committee

the Republican party prior to the primaries of October, 1902

A, Five, I beliave—four.

“Q. Fourt Will you name these four? .

“A~ John B. Owen, Louis Alt, SBligman, and Weinbrenner—I believe Pat

ut I am not sure.”
m-'il'?e c‘g-ir-y of the committee say the voters in the several election pre-
cinets are not permitted to aeillact their own judges, inspectors, and clerks of

election, but these three T COmIn s appointed by the governor
nre:.lgt,horimd to select for each polling Fla.co four judges and two clerks
of election. It is now provided that two of the judges and one of the clerks
.shall be designa: “ by the minority co: ner. It requires, however,
the mncmemglt at least one of the majority commissioners to make this
esi ective.”
* Dﬂ:this majority of this committee intend to convulse the House with
mirth when it suggests that the voters in the several election precincts are
not permitted to select their own judﬁ]es. inspectors, and clerks of election,
and this report from a committee of e%rgy that attempted to pass the
force bill; and this report from a commi whose chairman comes from
Ivania?

The history of New York election laws under Republican administrations
brightens the jewel of consistency in the crown which should be presented
to ti‘ue chairman who submitted this re 3

- The report sneeringly suggests that the concurrence of at least one of the
majority of the election commissioners must make the ** designation effect-
ive.” the majority point out one syllable of evidence in the whole
record to show any attempt upon the

rt of the Democratic members of
the board of election c:(:cmmiml1:»71":;13.1;1 }o ntall-lfem in tt‘ga selection of the Re-
i udges and clerks pro or each precinet? i
p'ﬂ’n‘?‘k’;}g 1&;%8:1;9 cgirmm? of thg board of ePacﬂon commissioners is asked
he attorney for the contestan
W'EQ‘? ‘%'Fhar?ig the method or what was the method nsed with reference to
the appointment of judges and clerks for the Republican and Democratic
parties for the election which was held on Novembenr 4, 18022
“ A. The judges and clerks are recommended by the Democratic central

comm s shall at onece cause copies to be made of such registers, of all
the names upon the same, with the ad and arranged according to the
streets, avenues, or alleys, commenci the lowest numberand -
ing tte same in order according to street numbers, and shall then canse suc
Erminct. Te; r, under such arrangement, to be printed in sufficient num- -
ora to meet all demands, and upon application a copy of the same shall be
given to any mmn in such precinct. Said registers in the office of the
a‘.-ectinon co! .‘onmsha.l*l be public :eom-ds an d open top!:blic ln.spec;t.ion.“

* Duly anthenticated copies of all these printed precinct registersare found

in the testimony of this case.”
Upon this statement in the report is based all the further conclusions re-
ing fraud as alleged to have been devel'gﬁg by what was called the
Hwen scheme of returned registered letters. Owen scheme was intro-
duced in evidence on_the last day of the five days of rebuttal allotted under
the resolution of the House above set forth to contestant for taking tes-
timony in rebuttal of the testimony introduced by the contestee in the

twanty days .
It ig true that the informative sheets referred to in section 7238 of the law
above refi to were introduced in evidence in chief by the contestant,

but the materiality of such testimony could not have a to any rea-
sonable mind without the supplementary testimony . Owen and his
scheme of exhibits until they were introduced. Any court, m&%. even the
court of a justice of the peace, would not have allowed the ny of Mr.
Owen and his scheme of registered letters and self-manipulated tabulation
sheets to have been introduced in evidence without an opportunity for con-
tradiction or full cross-examination by the contestea. To the introduction
of this testimony the contestes registerad all legal and possible objections.

The lists above referred to, which are marked ** Exhibit C, of January 8,
1003, on the part of the contestant,” and are made a part of the record in
cosp, were introduced on January 3, 1903, with the testimony of Louis P. Aloe,
which appears on page 289 of the record. Mr. Aloe identified them as official
lists of the registered voters of the various preécinets, as issued by the elec-
tion commissioners’ office for the convenience of voters—official, however,
only, as he afterwards stated, in the sense that they were issued by the elec-
tion commissioners’ office. He states that these ts were prin from
the verification lists which are prepared by the ju and clerks of election
in the various precincts, as provided for by section which is as follows:

erification lists—challenges.—The election commissioners shall
nish to the board of registration in each two blank
oks, to be known as ‘ verification lists,” each page to be
and contain pagessufficient for each street, avenue, and alley in the precinct.
During the proﬁrma of registration, or immediately themﬂ.f{e.r, the clerks of
said board shall transfer all the names upon the register to the left-hand
pages of such ‘veriflcation lists,” arran them according to the
avenues, alleys, or courts, wi
lacing them numeria.llaﬁ:s nearly as possible, from the lowest up to
ighest number. They 11 first write the name of such street, avenue,
alley, or court at the top of the second column and then proceed to transfer
the registered names to the pages of such * verification * headed * Regis-
tered names,’ according to the street number, as above indicated.

“If, during either day of registration, a registered voter of the ward shall
come before the board of registry and make cath that he believes that anﬁ
ggrt-iculnr person upon such r is not a qualified voter, such fact sha

noted, and after the completion of such * verification lista® such board or
one of said judges shall make a croas or check mark in ink opposite such
name upon each of said *verification lists. If such judges shall, however,
now t any n 50 complained of is a qualified voter, and shall believe
that such complaint was only made to vex and harass such %m.iﬂed voter,
then such erossor checked mark shall not 'begmt uﬁn such lists. Said board
of registration shall, before 8 o’clock on the following day, return said * veri-
fieation lists* to the office of such election commissioners.” (New section.)

The above section is contained in the law of 1805 and is no part of the much-
ab'xlfe wﬂJd N?febitt hgin these registration sheets, hich the majority of

soen ose on upon whic e o o
the committee restsso much of their case, can not be said to have special
verity or genuineness of character to be admitted as evidence of the actnal
lagul registration in any court in the United States. It is notsug tha

t
they have the color of verity in any degree, such as would e ed copies
or gurtiﬂod copies of the ra‘_gatmﬁun books.

They are not copies of the registration books. They are not even ies
of copies of the r tration books, but they are arranged from verification-

lm% which verification lists are made ngs'hy taking the names of the regis-
voters from the registration books and arranging them by streets,
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avenues, and alleys, commencing with the lowest street number of any voter

tered from an sh-seh ete.

As to the absolnrg bﬂib{ of these registration lists, upon which the

whole case of the contestant is founded, we have but to refer to the testi-

mony of Louis P. Aloe, a Republican member of the board of election com-

oners, contained on pages 289 and 290 of the printed record:

Page 289

o amination by Mr. FROMBERG: .

= ‘? I will ask you, Mr. Aloe, whether or not Exhibit C contains the names

3%3 atric “@," duly qualified voters of each precinct of the Twelfth Congressional
g E}Pmdﬂy o knowledge that names appear upon the
“Q. u know of your own know e names a u

T riatiogobooks in m‘;ious precinets of 8m-mns who are entitled to vote

and whose names do not appear in Exhibit O

o S;)bjactad to as calling for a conclusion of the witness on a question of

“ Mr. FROMBERG. I ask of his own knowledge.
“A, Idon't know that of m&gwn knowledge. Ishould say itisquitelikely.
“Q. In your opinion does t condition prevail?
A Iijected to as indefinite, irrelevant, and immnt,erial.t

. 1am asking you in your capacity of election commissioner.

“A. I would answer that by stating that it is most likely that a great
many of those sheets are incorrect. I

:: ., % gr%?t many of those sheets are incorrect?

. Yes, sir.
“Q. When you say a great many of those sheets are incorrect, what do

you mean?

“A. Well, I mean this—that those sheets are published by us from the
verification books prepared by the clerks acting in the precincts on a board
of revielon. They are an exact facsimile of the verification books as turned
in to the board of election commissioners by the judges and clerks.

“Q. Then, how do you account for the surplusage of names of duléqna]i-
fled voters appearing upon the re tion books of variouns precinc

“ A, Incompetency upon the Jlnm‘t of clerks as well as ju

Q. That is one of the conditions that exists?

:‘A. It does exist; yes, sir.

. Do you know anyt gbzbout. the first precinet of the Twenty-second
Wi of tia variances there between tho lists and the registration books?
“A. Nothing to my knowledge.”
*® ® * *

* * L

“Mr. FROMBERG. What is the reason that these lists are prepared—
““'Pfd Th it !nemrj ?h yhﬁ.ysé f the registration is generall d

“A. The of the publication of the on ¥ under-
stood to be Eor gﬁa guidance, first, of the—I should take it—the wor
permit them to ascertain who is qualified to vote, and also for the benefit of
citizens at large, that they may ascertain in advance that they are qualified.
Q. %uit; th:},t instrument is not absolutely conclusive?
¥ not.

“Mr. RicHEY. Isn't it true that some of those sheets were uttered only
the day before the election?

* A, That is true, yes, in several precincts of the Fourth Ward. On Sun-
day, two days prior to the election, the revision was still going on. The
di&‘t go to the printersa until late that particular Sunday afternoon. It
fair to presume that they didn't go to press until the day before the election.”

‘We call the attention of the House specifically to the statement of the
witness on 1466, where the same witness states that the printed list (re-
tarrin%to e list in evidence) is the official printed list:

“It is not the official list, however, by which it can be determined whether
or not a man is in fact a qualified voter.”

On page 1486 the witness was asked:

“ Q. In making the affidavit of the character which Mr. Conrad has made
there, would your method be to depend on these printed lists for the purpose
of qivin information or on the original registration?

SA. ¥, I would pay no attention to anything but the officlal register.”

This testimony is corroborated by the testimony of John H. Stansberry, an
assistant in the election commissioners’ office, 1454, as follows:

“Q. Are there any proofs submitted to the ird of election commission-
ers of those lists, so that they can be compared with your books?

“A. None whatever. .

*Q. There is never any verification, so far as this particular book is con-
cerned, for the printed lists?

[

. No, sir.
“?ﬁ' The book is the official record of the individual voters of that pre-

Ll 4
“A, Yes, sir,
*Q. And the can no an of any um-
*Q. And the printed list t be ficial record under cires
stances, can it?
A, Never so 8 a8 an Teco!
N considered official rd.
“Q. I believe you have stated that there has been no comparison of the
printed list with the registration book?
“A. No, sir; never has been.
. There are no proofs ever sen' m you before you gef
“Q. Th fs t from the ters to bef t
your sheets?
“A. No, sir.”
Also the testimony of Louis Kunz, secretary of the board of election com-
missioners, o res 1554 and 1555:
r nation by Mr. WALSH:
“Direct éxamination by Mr. W.
A you as 8 BecTe Q. arrange Lor -]
*Q. Did th tary of the board for the prin of th
of names which were given out after?
“A. The board arranged for the printing of those lists.
“Q. Do you recollect on what day the copy was given to the printers?
“A. Saturday. Startedinon Monday. Started to send them down to the
ters on the 20th of October. The last day of revision was on the 18th,
t was Saturday, and some of the books came in Sunday, and some came
in Monday, and some came in Tuesday and Wednesday. :
(. Was that iinmediately after the books were returned to you that yon
fomar%ed them to the printer?
. Yes, sir
*Q. Now, you su uently e the Vi m
¥ N did 1ently take th ted lists received from the
printers—did you get any printers’ proof?
WG DA yor Seer at ny Hise take Hicge prfirtis Hate sid them
“Q. Did you ever at any L:] 08@ ! and compare
with the registration books?
“A., We did not.
“ Q. Do you know w er those p were a Av correct as
hether th rinted lists hsol
to the registered voters in the various precincts?
“A. We found out since that they were not correct.
“ Q. Your effort had been to make them correct, had it?
“A. We made no effort. 'We sent the books as made up by the clerks to

the printer. |
“Ié. ‘Well, it was your intention to get the lists correct—to get correct lists
of the voters?

“A. Of the voters, air.
:: Q. %n% youlnﬂeget:do that?
“Q. gt?at m‘bi through no fault of the election board, so far as you know?
“A. Not t.
“Q. Anﬂayou did not subsequently make any comparisons with the regis-
tration books?
“A. Noneatall,

“Q I:how, tii there sn{igthgga cl'grdal record of the voters, the registered
te an the registration

vou ﬁjlh ected to as asking the witness to decide a question of law.)
” ALSH. I am ing for a question of facts. Th of the

: e register
voters in the office of the board is the only correct register. That is the book
in wliich the voter in each precinct who desires to vote registers his name,
isn't it?

“A, Itis.

*Q. That is a record which is oEun at all times to public inspection in the
office of the election board, isn't it?

“A, Yes, sir; and which book the people vote from. "
“Q. And if any person comes to the office of the board of election commis-
gloners and desires to inspect those books, are they permitted to do so?

“A. They are.

L ? Is there any method, or any meana or any effort made to prevent an
absolutely free inspection of the registration books at all times, or any time
between the hoursof 9a. m. and 5 p. m.?

“Mr. RicHEY. An effort made by whom?

::i[rNW;‘r;sﬂ By anybody.

i Q‘. %gﬁ :E:yom inspect those books who desires?

hA” 5

“Q. A?:v}ona who calls at the office of the board of election commissioners?

“A. Yes, sir; they are public records.

: E They d;;re absolutely public records?

W i
“Q. We?'t.h no limitations on an inspection?
“A. No, sir.
“Q. N% fence or guards put around them; they arekept in a case, are they

not?

“A. Yes, sir.

::E i;&;aa;reqnastmmt be made to inspect them?

“Q. Tﬁy are ot out where anyone can get hold of them, are they?
“A. No, sir; th mmsmwofmlikeantg books are kept.

*Q. On application to the clerk in the office the books are presented?

“A. Yes, sir. .
“Q. Aen% the ::Er formality is an application for the book?
“AL Yes,hslr' while anyone is inspecting the book the clerk stands near
to see that he does not strike off any names or tam%er with the book.
“@Q. To see that he does not tamper with the book in any way?

“A. Yes, sir.

“E. ﬁ% ?ﬁ method practically that is used in all places of record?

“A, Yes, sir.”

The unreliability of these lists as evidence of the original registration
books is further evidenced by the certificate of the secre of the board of
election commissioners, w! is in evidence in this case,

owintg that 450
names of duly qualified voters were upon the registration book of Ward 22,
precinet 1, whereas the informative sheet shows un.lxozﬂb, and also a certifi-
cate showing that in Ward 4, precinct 7, there were 670 names of duly quali-
fled voters upon the original registration book in the office of the board of
election commissioners, although thess informative sheets show only 169,

But in spite of the above testimony, and in spits of the fact that these lists
can not be to be of any genuine import as vessels of truth as to what
names were on the official registers, the majority of this committee, with
all the mock solemnity of a Pooh Bah, declares that “ duly authenticated
copies of all these printed precinct registers are found in the testimony in
this case,” If these fugitive or informative sheets could be said to be * pre-
cinct,eaegisbets" there might be some seriousness in the statement above
quoted.

Taking these lists as a basis for operations, the majority £roceeﬂ.s to ac-
cept the contention of the contestant that because, forsooth, 25,170 registered
letters were addressed to 25,170 persons whose names appear on these inform-
ative sheets which are alleged to represent the duly and rly qualified
voters in each of the 88 precincts which are in controversy in this case; be-
cause 12,608 of these registered letters were returned with indorsements
thereon bearing the number of the letter carrier and notations indicating
that the persons to whom these letters were addressed were not found at the
address given; because 4.123 of these 12,608 voted at the last election, Novem-
ber 4, 1902, in the Twelfth Congressional district, and because 2,221 of these
represent persons whose names did not appear in the directory of 1902, and
for other reasons which the majority did not think important enough tostate
in the report, Mr. Eutler should be deprived of his seat and Mr. Wagoner
given a seat in this House.

The testimony is that this directory was canvassed for E:t one year
vious to the time at which these letters were addressed to persons whose
names were on the printed lists.

On the face of each letter sent out is the direction of the sender to the
mail earrier—* If not at this address, return at once.”

The fact of this great variance, sm exhibited by the certificate of the

secretary of the board of election oners in the two above
referred to, is seized upon as a veritable life saver 'bithe majority of this
committee in its attempt to extend a straw by which the contestant can sur-

vive the wave of pop disfavor which engulfed him in the election, and
secure a seat for the remaining days of this session and the salary of a mem-
ber of conmhi‘bi e i

“These ex ts,” say the ority, * seem to present the highest evidence
of fraud. No names could have been honestl ghced upon tlga registration
books after the public try sheets were given out, except in a few cases
of persons who, having refused registration in thoir ve pre-
cinc%nhad appealed to the board of election commissioners.

! test&aony of the minority commissioner is to the effect that there
‘were no more than 40 of such cases in the entire city of St. Louis, and in this
Congressional district alone thousands of persons voted whose names were
not upon the printed tion lists, and it now appears from the con-.
testee’s own testimony thatin one of the precincts above mentioned less than
half the names u; the registration books were down in the printed sheets,

m%ﬁg - “&%’ Brhee aaidis he probariiy e h is than reason.
major es e the prol ¥, whic; more -
able, that variance is accounted for by the fact that these lists :ra made
from copies of copies of the registration book by inexperienced men, selected
for a day to perform the duty of judge and clerk of election. What a trav-
my igriis rogf t% rity to base its decisi f this election contest npon

v hese lists, prepared in such a manner. *“But,” say the ma-
Jority, * lists moﬁiz&ﬂ They are ordered mbeprepareg by laws

13
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:jnd they must be prepared under the supervision of the election commis-
oners,”

Wnait. ever mtanded by the lnww h directed the preparation and dis-
trib of these sh ga shou]ﬂbemdin;wmorbatmabogz
of thisk'tnd msevidence! Hadit been sointended, the legislature would don

less have provided the means for v ving these lists by a com-
garlso or examination in eonnection with the tion boo!

t the majority, waiving aside all thought of the ritive character of these
nhwm,g roceeds to say that the variance between the number on the regis-
g'atio?e mkﬁ:fnd the number on these sheets shows “premeditated and de-

The minority simply submits that this conclusion—for it is nothin
and has no basis for it.s foundation—is adopted only for the ﬂ’fﬁ“ of eom-
bating fact with epithet and adjective, The majority say oy b:rgrgot

w

grr:mmd to accept the conclusions which the contestant asks
his testimon
been lawfully entitled to vote, al

Eﬂp‘ublﬁahsd some months® &

was not found by the letter

“Inn.givanmaaamnnmn ‘lm.vs
his name did not & rinthecit.
fact is, one year] * tom the election, and

carrier a few weeks after the election™ sl:: weeksafter the election]. “ We
therefore decline to cast out an vote or votes that ground.”
H.ow ous of this majori when it concmd.es throw outan

vote or votes upon

n the !acts alleged to ‘ba develo
l&r the directory, the majori

out “not any particular vote or votes, ut the whole 11 in 4-1 reein ”
Can it be determined from the report tha ority of committee
has any other evidence upon which to throw out the whole Boll in these 41
precincts except that aveloped by tha Owen scheme of ting returned
registered letters, the directo r{h& During the haurin,g of the case mem-
bers of the committee insisted t counsel for the contestant submit and the
chairman of the committee directed that hesubmit to the committee citations

nund. But upon this Ve LY
pegm Owen ag;ema of the%r
of the committee p

of the in the record and the names of the witnesses in whose testimon
could be ound proo! of specificacts of frand in each particular precinct whiclv:
might be vicious to permeate the whole result and

cien
warrant t.he committae in rejec the whole return.
This counsel promlsad the committee to do. This he has never do
not even the majority of the committee will deny. Is it not a ns'hza
inference for the minority of tléég committee to dra

w that it was beyond his

it outside of a few isolated cases in the rec-

ord where the minori ﬂy and the contestee admit considerable frand and
irregularity existed and which the minority believe can be

the whole return and can be, and should be, rejected in mmﬁatheeor-

rect return in the case?

The Fourth Ward, ninth precinct, is a tarrftory beloved by the
majority of the committee in this case. This isa precincginw chligeda
candidate for constable. Members of this House know that candidacies for

ily engender
and render the maintenance ot strict order almost

the conduct of the voting in certain localities.

8) ot..t.heminorlg desire to say that theyhavamt had the

ony refi to it, but that they believe

from what they bave read that they would be justified in excluding the whole

poll of that precinct from the return. It seems that the same can be said

about Ward lll.. Rmdmt 1. Thisis the precinct in which tha taatimonytends
to show unusual activity in registration by one William Lee.

‘Ward 4, ninth pmcinct. is the precinct in which one SBuake Kinney, who
has afforded considerable ammunition for contestant and for the mad'ority
of this committee, was active.

The minority of this committee feel that in declaring that these two pre-
cinets should be excluded t.hey are followin; ofz the dictates of fairness and the
evidence adduced. W‘h.ﬁe the witnesses for the contestant
has been attacked b; contestee a.mi demonstrated beyond doubt, in the

of the m.inority. to be faulty and nnrelinb and witnesses to be

table character—suc tgro river ruustabonta and

on the levees—and unwm- , 8till the con-
testee failed to meet their testimony with sutﬂ.demt relhbla contradictory

wvidence.
i The next %recinct in which tha whole poll is excluded by the nmjority is
nstaiit OF ey {reeainetty t (15 Seccineh vemate | -
con
¥ ristered Jetter and directory. tabulatian. On

the con we find the tive testimony of Judge of Election Steve
Paansa., me ’(ﬁ. that the election in that precinct was conducted honestly,
fairly, inan orderly IMANNETr.

recinct 8, Ward 15. No cita-

excluded from the poll is
po gurmsh ed the committea b
flicials

contestant's counsel @ find ‘Iive evidcmce of Election O wil-
l:i.nm B Wa]lman ( 174;1 and Otto Bell ( 1747 us to the absolute fair-
the election in & prec:
Tha naxt rec.tnct excluﬂad from poll is precinct 10 Wardl4. No cltn-
tion of positive evidence of ity was furnished the committee b
contestant’s counsel, and we find tive evidence of Election Official Mis

Nom(pagal?ln)aatotheahw ute fairness and regular conduct of the elec-

tion in tha
Themtrreclnct excluded from the poll is precinct 6, Ward 14. No cita-
tion of Posi ve evidence of irregularity ?voas furnished the committee by con-
t's connsel, and we find positwe evidence of Election Official les

Flecke (who WAas su testant, though not examined) as to
t.h?) a bk lute fairness and dcoggi:cht o{h the election in mthglil; precinct.
£ remaining preci exclu B ority, w are
n.et-y 2, ‘i\i"m«ﬂ1 14; precinct 5, ‘gnrd 1d;

Ward 22 reclncu Ward u
s rg:ul:: 13, Ward 7: )

Ward a nct 8 Wi 6; precinct
recinet I ard 22;
dm:t-s

ard
ard 22; eci.nct 95 - prscilwt 7, WP cmm B‘WP

recinct 4, Wsrd 5. pr ct 2, Wi nct 6,
Ward 4 rrectm‘ Ward 4; dpremm:t. d. W recinct £ Ward 5; precinct
2. Warci precinct. 12, Wsr 55: precmctB\Wn‘r 53 pmclnctl Wa B3
cinet 9, Ward §: precinct rd 22; precinct 8, Ward 25 3n'ecmc B, ard
b; 'precinct Ward 15 precinct 12, Ward 24; precinct 5, Ward ﬁlracinct 8,
‘Ward 5, the minority say that tlw:ur have been unable to find anything
testimony to justify the conclusion of the majority that the election was mn-
ducted in an manner and that the of the several precincts
were unworthy of belief and should be exclud On the contrary, they find
- in 87 of the 41 precincts the evidence of the election officials in each of these
to be to the effect that the election in those various preeincts was
conﬂnctaé in a regular and lawful manner.
The remaining precinct, whlch seems to have been n t boon to the
contestant, was recinct 13, Ward 23. *The Butler stab " the majority
in their rerwrt. ‘are lmw(i in this precinet.”
higlt. their usual amount of fairness in this case by quotin
mony of John R. MeCarthy, superintendent of the Excelsior Hauling and
Transfer Company, which concern owns the stables refe: to. The testi-
mony of Mr. MeCarthy is &ot.ed below in toto,
This tasﬁmouy provas t the Butler stables, so called, is an institution
the headquarters for several hundred employees of the Excelsior Haul-

of the testi-

Here t.he majority ex-.

;?f and Transfer Company. This testimony es that these stables con-
tuted the home that sevenl hnndmd f the
ylzrncﬁt?lgge sta % employees o

anomadic element, but under the law
of the United Sta.tea and the State of Missouri they wmt'anutled to partici-
pate in the election of a Representative from that district, and the minority
submit that a more delibmta attempt to disfranchise voters was never

atwmptad than the e from the returns in thlacnse the whole poll

Taa%]mo e ?}maﬁdﬂ Carthy. . 2043-2047, d.)
ny o © recor
“*John R. McCarthy, of lnwfnl age, produ ced,sworn.and examined,
g E)i,:'euzt-'md mélmmth ﬂ::gtion by James J. Butler, Esq.:
£Q- What is your name? v i :
cCarthy.

6 avenue.
“Q Have you any other place of residence that you occupy, Mr. McCar-

‘A Yes, sir; 8865 Forest Park boulevard.
Do you "reside and sleep at both of these places?
"A Yes; I reside at—I resi at 3865 Fomt Park boulevard continually
forabo%tstxﬁmupmwithjnnbuntamrandahﬂfngo

AL I slaap now n? 8418 Laclede avenue. I have a room over the office,and
g sleep there at 3885 Forest Park boulevard. i
“Q). What is your business?
“A Suparintandent. of the Excelsior Ha Compan
& Mr. McCa.rt.hy as superintendent of the xcelsior Ha.ulin.gnnﬂ 'Fra.m-
x%-pany outostata where the stables of that concern are?
t.he northeast corner of Vandeventer and Forest
Psrk boulm

ort.heaat corner of Vandeventer avenue and Forest Park boulevard?
are the dimensions of that stable?
dim

correct ensions are 200 feet front by 215 £
. These ara about the dimensions? i T

g,
BEE

Yes,
2‘ Isit.aono-storyor two-story structure?
g_ Doeu t.ha second story cover the complete area of the building?
Andhns footage as the lower floor?
g Yes, sir; the sameu}ling o
. What is the area of that buildin l'?square feet, if you
. Well, I don’t know tively; I ?u ge somewhsra a t—
“ i. say it is 200 feet front and 215 feet deep?
“ that would make 430,000 square Iasr., or something like that.
Lo 2 ‘FYbrtgi-thme thousand square feet?
“w es‘
. I will ask you, Mr. McCa: mmtewhatthntmhhismedfur.
usec{ Y t stalls—stall roo

. Well, the lower floor is or nothi The
r floor—why, one corner we use for a L feod. We our terad in
ere just as we use it. The rest of it—why, the men sleep
- Q How many men are employed by the Excelsior Hauling and Transfer

m employ all the way from two close up to four hundred men.
nds on the season of the year.
g How many men do you employ in the summer time?
% In the summer time itall depands on the erop of vegetables. If we
have & Elentxrnl crop, we have close to 400 men.
“Q mp‘loyad in the collection of garbage, and so on?

“ Q How many men are empl there in the duller seasons?
“.&. ‘Well, they will run from 15) to 175, and so on.
. How many men were employed by the Excelsior Haunling and Trans-
jpany on or about November 4 lnst?
“A I not say tgm:lm'el*-1 something over two hundred.
31 How many of t two hundred sleep or make their lodging in that

n
th“A togd.om the most of them make their lodgings there. In fact, I induce
em B8O,

* Q. You say you induce them to do so; why?

“A. Well, we turn out, as a rule, very early in the morning, and we require
a lot of men, and by inducing the men and giving them a piace to sleap, ou
always have men on hand. Then, again, we do other outside hauling £
requires us to have men. Just, for instance, look at two weaks ago la.st Snn-
day in that snowstorm. I got an order for forty, or fifty, or sixt
whatever I could turn aut—from the city—from Mr. Becker, of
departmant.—for tanms to haul snow with. In cases of that kind the men
come in veq ¥. Goout and try to ﬁ.nd forty or fifty men through the

clock on a Sunday m will find it a very hard
. In Ia.ct, you wouldn't be uble nd thsm.
. Then yon will state tla.stli'avember there was from 150 to 200 men
slee aronnd that stable?
v Rm @ have pretty near that many constantly the year round.
“Q Do yon k;ltow how many men were registered from that stable?
1 could say.
Q Do you know how many men voted from that aﬁ.b!e? S

“A I oouldn‘t- tell you that either,

Q. Were you present on election day when any of ﬂm negroes from that
stable were voting or went to vote?

“A. I was in the precinct when there were a few of the men voting there,
and I was at the barn in t.heneighborhood of noon time, when a few of the
men then v:gre feeding their teams in the barn. They told me they were

I_'Il over vote
i . Did yon send any of these men to vote, or marshal any of their forces
in nny way?

I never asked a man to the polls and vote.
L Q I will ask you, Mr. Mc%o:art.h as superint-endent of that stable, in
mv: gti tghlg racg that Mr. Uhlz;ail nﬁgﬁ cﬂl M b here thl:lt. nmcernd of
and company have negroes, and so and so,
which they claim and allege contained t.m names of fraudulent registrations,
is that true or not?
‘A, That is absolutely false.
“Q. Were there any slips of any character to any men at that stable
that d.ay with the intention of fraud, fraudulent voting, or anything of that

"A As I say, there was not a slip to my ktwwled
most of the day. In fact, we never e a practice ol t. We never did
doit. As Isay, those gentlemen whom you have reference to, I don't know
them. I seen them at the polls myself two or three timas ﬂu.ring tho d&y.
a.uﬂ cony with the policemen within 5 feet of the polling place.

“Q. Do you know who they were?

“A. I understood, afterwards, Mr, Udell was one, and Ford Smith, thelaw-

wer, was one of them.

and I was around
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“Q. You state positively that there were no slips issued that day to any of
your men?

AL No, gir; nota s‘l)Iip

“Q. Do you know of any fraudulent registration of any kind whatever
bmﬁ that sm.bla

No, sir,
Q Wemgmanyskmcrmythmgofnym handed to these

Inen on that

“A. Well, the day before the election Mr. Arch.ibalﬂ Carr, who was run-
ning for clerk of the circuit court, and Eddy Barnard, both R epublicans,
came over to the office and handed me, I judge, in the nmshborh{md of 300 to
600 each of their cards. I told them 1 would distribute them around or have
the boy in the office distribute them. I never asked any of the men to vote,
snd 1 dn‘t care who they vohed for.

“Q D you distribute any of these cardst

“Q Do ou know if anybody else distributed any?
“A. Ididn't see any distributed.
Q. D1d you ask them to distribute them?

“A. Iasked the young man—the boy who attends to the 'phone—to dis-
tribute them.
“ Cross-examination by Wm. M. Kinse:

“Q. Mr. McCarthy, are you a Republican gr Democmi!
“A. I am a Democrat,
:E Married or single?
:‘ You now live at 3418 Laclede avenue?
- Q How 3on3 have youlived there?
*A. Close onto two years.
o Q You say you somet.imas sleep at 8865 Forest Park boulevard?

A. Yes, sir; as d, I slept there for six years, up until I married. Iam
omiy married a few years. n we were on early watches in summmer time,
when we got out at 1 or 2 o'clock in the morning, we slept there al‘hogef.‘har
e Were you sleeping there last fall on the 4th of November, and prior

ereto

oA No. sir; only on SImday mornings. We turn out earlier on Sunday
“Q ?&mﬂgﬁuarsgfﬁtﬂtﬂd voter at the last election?
- Q D;g Eg_u vote?

. What class of people are these men that work about this stable, white

are men who live all over town, do B:E
mastofthem.naIsa —the reason that indnoet‘hemmtomy
there is that the majority of them, if they were not allowed to stay there,
would not have any home.
. They live about town from one place to another, don*t fhﬂ:{fhm
I couldn't say they live a.‘bout town. I don't know of even
ha.vingn.home
g Do you know that they have no homes?
I couldn't say more than the home they have there. They slept
therowithma. Ialepttgnaraﬁxyem‘sm self.
“i_.hemy married men, as far as yon know?
Well on ynightyouwouldthmk they had a dozen wives. Ihave
our come up and say they were the same man’'s wife.
2 They ars muchly married, are t
Thaaemandrivmofymdopm:mdwngom
iaﬁwhatiamuedthepmrchmd labor, in the sense that it com-
mands low
“ A, No, sir'we &a wnﬁa
“Q Idon‘l;men.n t—I t is a class of labor that commands a lower
"A. Wi ;E they don’t get anexorbltantscnh, no.
Q y :;imn?enndg%fromﬁmeto
Yonr force is changing all the time?
“A Y in winter time, you know, we are forced to lay off some of the
e?hayxoawaytortwoorthmmonths and in the spring come back
Q Don’t the force change all the time?
“A. No, sir; of course some of them change, like inanyot.berh-uslm I
hnvermEr[m there ;;ght and nine years.
£ OW INAL
“A ¥ hundred or over; I could not say exactly how man
gi\;euma the colored men consider the posi o0 tly gméi : gultcs
“Q ‘1‘ hlannmhero:ﬂnm.slaepinthe

t.hme men, or &
“A, oI this building?

L E mtatoryﬂtbed
".E. Tl?a‘:'elimthmemoms. &ehnvethreemminmmaroﬂt.and
the others run down between in r aisles. There are cota.
“Q. Isitdividodint.orooms‘.'

“A N
ng accommodations are there there?
“Al Oneﬁh%g mt.rl? there outside of the three rooms which we separate
ourselves off from them.
*(), That is the rooms you occupy yourself sometimes, and some others,
emp%y{;m of the company, who hnve separate rooms?

VA
3 Q %hey a.ra partitioned off?

QAQ ;&?:'.ntever persons sleep there sleep in the large room, do they?

L m‘

‘What accommodations are there?

“E Those who wish to can buy their own cots and bedding. We allow

tham that privile,
Q. Th 1; dcrn‘t furnish beds?
MR No? ir, e}; ht watchman on that floor at nighttime.
“Q, So ‘whatever oota. or lothing they have they h them-
Ba]ves? e
“o. How many men were doing that in that stable on November 1 last
b &
“A. I could not tell exactly. I;]udgeinthe hborhood of 200 men.
::E ?oygmmnthatﬂnmenwem t'germ
“Q. Do u mean by that they slept there every night for some time prior
to the elec ém:!

F\m' how
“A I jud é':if near all the summer. We had quite a force on, and
thiawn.ﬂa.bou‘l: dmgnp of our mson.
“Q. Did they sleep there everynig
“A. Pretty near every night; ?es.slr
Q. Any women among'

“A 0, gir; that something we don't allow.
many other places—stables—has the Exca]sior Hauling and
Transfer Company? I mean besides this one you mentioned

“A. We have no other stable. 'We have places where we lme?: some of our
stockomeins.whi}s. at what is known as the south factory of the St. Louis

Ssniba
'3011 don't ﬁ:e&n that all of your teams start out from one place in the
mornin? to go over the entire ci

“Q. ’I‘hsy all leave this place at Forest Park boulevard and Vandeventer

avenue?
[0

8.
“Q. Aside from yourself and those two other whita men, all those who
sba.y %re a:ig who were registered from there are colored"men?

Doyw take any active interest or part in politics yourself, Mr. Me-

“A., Well, I take a little.
e Q Wlmt do yon mean by a little? Did you see that the men in your pre-

Did you do that?
“A gﬂi Idon’:sliehnveleveraskedamntomgister
“A No.slr I think that is the duty of every citizen to do that himself?
“Q. You never asked a man to register and never asked a man to vote?

AL No.mr' kn 1y, 1 did not.
%m W%gimg and Transfer Company is a corporation, is it,

“Q. Don't you know who vice-
“A No.‘cth'; I don’t know if there

No.s!ga?t.hinkﬂr O'Connor is.
treasurer

“Q Dan‘tmk:mwwhatha is?
“A No, sir.
" ‘;’hothestookholdarsm?
“Q Mr. John R. Butler is the brother of Hon. James J. Butler, the con-
testee in this case?
“A. Yes, sir.
“ Q. Where were you on election day, Mr. McCarthy?
“A. That would be a pretty hard question for me toanswer. Iam:&rmy
man, Iam s.uoverthiatown, you mightaa espochllythe part
t.{acity I was principally all over that y. you might say,
wlth the exce of two hours at noon time that I put in feeding.
“Q. What @ did you start ont in the morning?
“A. We start o‘ut to work every morning at5 o'clock.
“Q.Ia z‘gmhngofth:spn.rt.lcnlnr %‘
“A Ileﬂ, @ barn, I judge, about 7, and went to breakfast
. Where did you go to breakfast?
“A. T went to ede avenue.
‘u? Anddmmthmyoustnﬁ.ed t through the ward?
::E Thatis,f.he'l‘wentytblrdw;rdl

£ A«’& u didn’t backbot.hohrnnntﬂabuut teed.lngt!mentmw
“3 es,g:?—, wmlgco the neighborhood of the barn, as I say,

times before dinner
Well, what did yon doin the
I met him. Him and I had seve
ublican committeeman of that ward.

wQ. afternoont
“A. After I had dinner, I came in totaedmyhom.n.nd.u said, stayed
th bout two hours, and went t say, Clar
ot h rm m%ona.’l%elmtmﬁ
boutt.hmorfuur times.
‘What Clark do you refer to?
Tt AT e b omoo e morning at procinct 13 That
recinct 4, and I m once e & C
by recinct 4 and met him and Mr, Regan

is that precinct there. I met him at
nt ot 10, I balieve it is, on South Compton avenue, Justuapenon
on election day, I asked him how everything was, and he eaid every-
was quiet an pea.nen ble,
Then youwmoutthro tﬁ,thirdWardmmtdnywtnr
yintha intemszoerBntler.them for Congress, were youf?
A. No, sir; 1 was out for the Democratic
o et s SRS PR
0, 8ir; as you ore, I am a 'or one
fromwptabobm

2‘ P you have any conversation with Mr, Udell that day?
i

‘tlmow gentleman at all. Just as I these gentl
menwmmtmweundatthhpmmumthamning.%wmtha;
all day, in fact.

. ‘How far is the pollin place from the stable?

long, tWD numbers come

Y i dge about.-the biocks there
in there ngmm-l ,in the neighborhmdof od of 8 to's M_lw =Y

“Q. The blocks , how many feet would
Yes, sir; theysrel]loft.hnt.. 1
i ‘When you saw these men warn ycru at the barn m'a.t ﬂ?ollmsfhm!
At the Bmgoula
coming down Fbrest Park on the opposite
side Thst. street there is a very wide stree mighhorhood

of 150 feet wide.
= mmamywmmmmmmmu

Com
X‘n’g gir; I wish to God I was a stockholder in something.
. 1 don't 'want to in uire into the private business of the company, Mr.
HcCarthr, but I would lﬁm to have you state about the average wages you

pay.
lowest wages is $40 a month, up to £80.
n‘;;esktna'( theta.gwlﬁodﬁve v;"?gnna.
mmmt am talking about. No, §75; we have one man at §756
W Ves a wagon.
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g The maj g of t.hem get about §40?
Yea, gir;
har-pnwd men who get about $75 are something like foremen,

are
“A. Notexactl roreman, they are men whose value we have appreciated,
who take care of t e atock, etc. We always appreciate good men the same

as any other
2’ ‘What tarrizori ‘do you have to cover in the summer time?
Cover the whole cit{ot 8t. Liouis; the entire city.
2 gha asxtzrt.h'a city of

es,
“Q. You know, I praeuma—it has been in evidence before—but I will ask
you whether this comp: sn{m, contrac
“A. Yes, sir; for the en city of Bt. I.onjs.
“Q. For removing wt-"rie?
“A. Yes, gir. We cover the whole, entire citg:.lso including the World's
unds. 'We have contract
. Isall of that ha'u.’led one place or more than one place?
“A It is haunled two places.
“Q. One in South St. I..»ouis and one in North 8t. Louis?
“A Yes, gir; the most of it to SBouth Bt. Louis.
What time, what number of hours per day, are your menrequired to

“

wor k‘r

“A, Bome of our men work six, seven,
have a great number of and men on
work over eight and a half or nine hours.
_3 Eight or nine hours is the limit for a day's work?

es, sir,
For tha haulers?
"Q Aﬁ the remaining of the twenty-four hours of the day belong to the

men?

“A. Yes, sir. Well, there is a time in the mumlnﬁtaki.rtlgmrenttheir
team, and in the evening coming home, and the men have their wagons to
grease an and ess to clean. That occu some of the time.

glathstmcludodmt.haaightor ahours?

Ifi they are on the street from t to nine hours. As I say,
somehmeath are later, might brea.k down, and take weather
like this and toclmn some of the allega the west end of St. Louis
tt{n;ymhsbletobethm!arswaoklfyou on't go after them four or five

es,
“g tmmnytenmsdoyouhoepin Bouth St. Louis, near the reduction
WOr
- ‘S‘;}.u éloguldn‘t state positively; I very seldom get to the reduction works
“Q. Yon includ.e in the number of employees those that headquarter down

VAL Nona ot them hmdq&artardown there. These teams that stay there,

ht hours. Of course, where you
barring accidents, they never

the men come home with other men coming home at that time.
:§ Thaylmvnthuirtaa.mathem

. Youhawsp]aeelnﬂort‘h 8t. Louis where the same thing is done,
whe?ethabmmasrastabladnndﬂmhmsesnkanmoﬂ
“A. There are only very few—
Thmialphcewhmthstia donet
“A.%%n‘stﬂr;butth only keep a few head of stock there, I believe.
- L n‘ u
“.E. Ico 't state positively, because we have no todow{r.h that
oomaang that isasepnmtesndd‘hﬁncteorpumﬂmen
. B ou
Yeas, sir.
Y

g the hauling of the garbage?
“Q. ?‘;:l yondon‘tdomyotthareducﬂon there?
“A. No.m" wojnat hlulinthare y time we keep any stock there
in the real warm weather; tha aimp ﬁ’t.oproﬁda for any of our stock
t may be ve: hot. or snch na 6N We our s into the
z'hnm. ? edtok the win omd%ned t is very
otlnr{hm We stor:.ll: ere to pull & wagon up th
. What months in the year do you consider your busy months?
“A. From the 15th of June to about the 15th of November or the 1st of De-

gt is u-ue that there isshown in the evidence ins*ances where fewer ballots
d in the box than the poll books show to have been cast,and thisis
by the ority to be an avidanca of fraud. and great stress is laid
t in their report. They totally exclude from their
e posdbﬂity tlmt defectma ballots n.re not placed in the box but
gated and placed in envalopes and kept
teand apart tmm the mnm ing ballots when returned.
env are what are known sa re;actaed ballot envelopes. Th
dence shows that no demand was mad t or his e 101-
thesa rejected-ballot envelopes, by which tha g.iscrepsncy between the num-
ber of ballots found in the box and the number of votes shown by the poll
‘book to have been cast would have been accounted for.
The unreliability of th directory as used in this case is demonstrated
mﬂdent.ly by the fact th.nt Il per cent of the witnesses called by the con-
sn.s%&tn his contentions have not the honor to have their names
tea'ed in that boohmdinga t the addresses which they gave at the time
this testimon
The minorfty submit here the testimony of Henry Smith. superintendent
o! the ry division of the Bt. Louia ce (p. 1577), and Susan E.
ustin, su of the Uni Stespostoﬂioeatﬂt[muis(c%
m'm as to e reliability of this registered-letter testimony, without whi
evidence the case of the contestant must fall.
Their testimony is as follows:
“Henry Bmith, o! lawful ng'e beh:g produced, sworn, and examined on
behalf of contestee, depose as follows:
“Direct mminstlon by l[r BUTLER:

L What is
i o £ res‘lsh'ationd!ﬂslonorthast.lnoulspost-o

pari.ntandant fice
remember of & number of tters being sent out b
O to va.rlogns citizens 3;

Owe: ers d the
&raci)hng moroth nr]igg on.nl trict, with a notice to
r name, if the parties were not

let

urwma sneh

xI{m that one John Brushaire presented some 26,000 registered
gon t.ohe malils dn.ring the mtmt.h of November some time,

ters to be sent through

“Q. Do you know Jo

“A, No,sir; Idon't know him from Adam

#Q. Was John Brushaire John B. Owens?

“A. Not to my know .

#Q. Do you know to whom you ga’ the rwa'iﬁ:u for thoso letters?

I don't remember t.ha nn.me or t go theu; butthey were

gent on John 's order. t.o deliver gued by John
Brushaire. I bave the order in my oﬁoe

“Q. You don't know him, you say?
“2_ on’ t know him.

. Never saw him befom!

. Not to my knowl

“Q. Would you know i! you saw him again?
“A. The party that the letters were delivered to?
“g. %he anrty that the letters were sent by?
“A. No, sir.

. You were the party that received—
. No, sir; the clerk at the window received them
Q. Do you know what the modus operandi of the d;str:buﬂon of the reg-
isterad latters of that character was; what the special ord
; “AL Tolaﬁthemtaieth Bd}-%g: o thesametgamhtemdmﬂdg::
n every particular etter is supposed received with
address and the name of the sender and the name and address of the ad-
E]aln]y written on.
“Q. How long is registered mail held for the parties for whom it isad-

“A. Thirty days, unless not otherwise In this case it was spad

ified.
fled to return at once. It was not the same as tha
Any individual can put on a letter ‘ return at once.’

Q. There was no time giwn—noone or two days, or anything like that?
“A. Just simply ‘return at once.

“Q. Amiinmae the party was not found the letter wasreturned at once?

QBA
ou lmow what the rule is with regard to whena is not found?
"A II ere is no ed instructions there is a card left for the per-
son to call at the office. But if the instructions are that the letter must be
tried—if not found to be returned to the sender at once—you must be guided
by the discretion of the carrier
. What was the rule in this case?
“A. The request was complied with.
“Q To return at once to the sendert
“A. Yes, sir. There was no discretion left with the carrier whatever to
s.ttempt to find the party later. The carrier was left simply to carry out his

“Q Hhaﬁidnotﬂndtha party at the first call it was returned at once?
Thatwnsthe

“A Y
Evan thon% the letter carrier knew the party lived there, but was
not at home, would the registered letter be left?

Bis'nAk' N{:’ sir; not unless there was an order there so that somebody could
“Q. Isn't it a fact tha

a registered let addressed to meat m
residence—l believe 1 am fni:rl well tnow'n in the city of Bt. Lonis—tha
even that letter would not be left at my address unless I had previously left

nn.?ider thiri'e
sl 53 Q Notwimts.nding the fact that I had not been expecting a registered

“A Yes, sir.
‘What would happen then?

“AL Tt wouldhemtumedtotheoﬁce and notice left that there was a reg-
istered letter there, unless the party that lived at that house stated that
wot:ldbeinwmomwatmhmﬁmhstimadurinsdeuvaryhom T{en
thacarriarwon]dbr‘lnged
h“Q s, that I was not in the habit of being inat delivery

ours, W

“A. Notioewwldbo!eﬂ.atymhmbomnat the main office for your
'.I.ett.er Thnletterwo‘nld kept thirty da: unlanotberwine‘buufedﬂad,
to‘h dit tallf 2o s e

0 a

“Q Ines\mmntof anoﬁmbeingbl:ﬂmdthapm;? 5
ar

to the post-offl hat then woul Ty e
ce, W
e veted letter?

secure the pos-

session of this co
“A Edhg&ould not possibly get it if the party had called and it.hud been
. In case the letter was there, what wounld be neoam{i?
“A ';‘he wonldbh:va tobeidmﬁﬂmitwmthe;lsgst{wh&nﬁén e g:;l-,ih m
" n event the ﬁﬁu‘n WAaS nof & lon
he oaQuld not receive the &
tha YA hThs t‘rﬁot the rule in aﬂthmses.mu;.!nthe thl‘m has any letters to show
t they are ey em.
Q. Byo ]&dpmglar m'?u.st ‘bastiﬂed%:am whoisa in the
city of St. Lou:ls and claims that about 2,000 of these lattarswent h har

Post-omce and says that she would not glvenny of t.hem up m!:ge
08 tha{uwere positively identified by parties known do
ch was con to the rules of the
I am not efocrhau'scﬁ-tall

Is there any record kept in the ffice of the number of who
s% ror thom ! tersand aer]; remsedp::;t;&wunt of improper mmm

whatey
0 'I‘henlt woaldheim le for or any of the
state how many of the m—cailsdm y m
sent out were called for and refused?
“A. Yes; the only ones we know about are the ones that were delivered.
“ By Mr. Holtcamp:
“Q. In the event that a letter should be dal{ve.red. for instance, at Mr.
Butler s house, would his wife be allowed to receipt ror it
. No, sir; not unless she had an order from
Mrs Susan E. Austin, of lawful age, being
ined on behalf of the mmtastee, deposeth and
“ Direct examination by James J. Butler, esq
. What is your name?
S'nssn E. Austin.
7 Q ‘Where do you live?
“A Ihamphcantﬂﬁmchmﬂrmdm&anmm

“A That is the store—the office.
" Q ;ou l;ioc;‘udm:t'. a store there and a subpost-office?

i Q Y?:m are g postmistress of the United States?
A. Yes, sir; I am superintendent of that station,
ﬁ Tha' is nsuhposegﬂ!oeoft.hecityo!m.m

2‘ You weresooommmnedonmwmmberlmﬂ

2 A:g later?

Yes, gir.

Do you remember, Mra. A l"d%rc‘! a nmbar of registered letters be-
mg- sent out from your faubom citizens, with postmarks on
thsm. by Mr. Aldr d&:.m believe is the mme?

o, sir; no sent out under that name.
Sent by Alc
Dr

mduc EWO! d exam-
thaafg(llfows b
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*Q. Do you remember any letters being sent out for political purposes of
that character? i s i
“A Yes, sir.
2 What was the name?
go - ber hi t throngh office, if any?
< ou remember how many wen' ! our
2 IU&{Itm}'G A mthengishbcrh 8 2?
. Do you know what the contents of those latfhers ‘Wwere?
“A I can‘t tell what the contents were of all of them. I saw the contents
of some of them.
“*Q. What were the contents of the few yon read or saw?
“A. Something about election purposes. Ican'tsay.
e E Eiectiton purposes?
“ Ba
No! gr any value nor anything of that kind contained therein?
“‘6 v i ot ot it not, asking them to give int
‘was a series of questions, was it no ng them ve informa-
tion nbout alg'ction laws?

. Yes, sir,
“Q. Was it?
"A Y gir,
on know how many of those letters came back to your post-office,
or were ed for at your post-office or now many were delivered from them!

“A. I can’t say. e books will
" E Do ycm know there wasa numbar of them?

- Q For which notices were left?
Yes, agir.

“Q Do yrm know how many were delivered upon notice? Returned?
::‘% IDc:n: mlgﬁué 01‘1)3‘!3 mnn“)]'ioﬁcaam:are brought to you of registered
letters de].lvered at the house ig which the 1’5 —were not present—
and that they brought the notice to you far the registered letter?
“A Abo how many there were?

“A No eir.
Do" you know how many notices were brought that you refused to
give ett,em to?

“0. Do ynn know that there were any?
. "A. Yes, sir.
2 How many?
I can't say.
. There was a number of them that you know of?

. Yes, sir,

qu‘y didn't ou g e thelettersupon the—

"A Becanse I di w the parties. They were not identifled; did not

identify themselves to my sa tion.

I:!.ﬂ“Q And the Post-Office Department required that they should bring iden-
cati

i P%tiva identification, with their notice of registered letters?
And :(ou would not give it to them under any other circumstances?

0, 8ir
. You don’t know how many so came?

. No, sir; I can’t say
a Q You don't know wha.t was the number of them; but there was a num-

&8, sir.
£ ghes;itl:.rought notices to you and claimed that they were the parties?

- Q Aﬁ you refused to issua the letters to them becanse they could not be
lda.pfﬂgd to 31E‘cn:l.r satisfaction?

“Q. D?:a'you think it wounld be possible for you to identify many of the
£,000 persons to whom those letters were sent?

“A. No, sir; I could not; but they could bring some one. I
pmﬂm :'E bringing any of the merchants around there

ik
2 Q. How many of the 2,000 to whom those letters were sent could you iden-
Ufy Kersonally. if you know?
Ican't'say that. Quite a good many. Ihave been in business nearly

tour ears there.
Ha&ongiwera the letters held in your possession before being re-

torned to
“A Five or six days—some of t.hem.
&Wmtthereanordm-in particular case to return them within

m sir return immediately.
2 Q did not return them immediatel
“A. T wuld:n’t. There was too many for the carriers to attend to.
“Q. Those that were returned to you as not delivered were returned to
ﬂ.u‘al X‘rl}ar, arimmsdiataly. were they?
Q. There ea. was no chance given to persons to come and claim them?
“A Oh, yes; they were kept there five days.
. Five days?
“A Five or six.
After the carrier had failed to deliver them?
e No, sir; not all of them.
" Q Not 3?11 of them?

W re there any persons—did an:
nfber the letters had been sent back to t.he
“A I conldn't say.
“Q. Do yon know what bwama of their claim? Where they were referred?
‘A, Down to the main post-o
* Cross-examination by Mr. HOLTQAJI:P'
Q. When these parties came to gﬂd ur office to ecall for these letters you
were ready to deliver them if they been identified by anyone there in
t.he‘nei hborhood!

: E Anyondra that you knew?
“Q. Ae:é when they failed to do that—failed to bring an{g:e in the neigh-
bcﬂioo% thgra to identify them—you did not deliver them letters?
o 0,

consent of parties the signature of the witness to the above

NoTe.—By
deposition is waived.

SUSAN E. AUSTIN.
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 3d day of B‘e‘bru?
[sEAL] NOLAN,

Notary Public, St. Lcmi.l, Mo.

ve them the
t I was ac-

come to claim the letters
post-office?

My term expirea June 80, 1908,

, .

The attention of t.ho H is called to the fact that several hundred wit-
nessea were called as to the numanemorthairsigmmmtotha
tion of elactom Mr. ngonsr secured a

the official
ot, and that ovarone-h.a.]tof ese witnesses testifie thatt eir signatures
as attached to the petition were absolute forgeries; that they were signed
wﬂhout their consent and without their knowledg that a large majority of

e remainder of the witnesses testified that their namea were secured
thrrmsh fraudulent tations, and that a t number of these were
Democrats and that they v )md for Bu

The attention of this House is cal wf the mlnority of the committee to
the fa.ct that Mr. Butler’s popularity with the colored umlation of this
district smply }:roven by the testimony of leading members of the colored
ram. ton Turner, ex-minister to Liberia nunder President
U. 8 rant, J. Raymond, a_prominent colored Republican attorney
of the cit; or 8t. Louis; rge ashon, a colored educator and journalist
of the ci 8t. Louis, and C. . O. Rankin, William Wilkinson, whose testi-
mon uotaﬂ as follows:
M ton Turner

1!95‘1) Direct examination by Mr. Walsh:
ve

ae.
your 13,89' Mr. Turner?

4 Q W‘htgt podt.ion.. if any, have you occupied under the National Govern-

mmumt for the United Btat.es Revenue SBervice un-
tion. I was United Sta mjni.swr nd consul-
general der H.r Grant's Administration, and Mr. Hayes’
Didn't you hold some tion in connection with the emkee matter?
“A Well, I represented them in a claim against the Government, a very
large c]m.m, amounting to more than a million dollars.
5 “Q. How long have you been a Eepublican, or affiliated with the Repub-
can party?
“A. From 1870 until the first election of Mr, Cleveland.
. Have you had an opportunity for mmﬂ ment of the colored
peop o in the Twelfth Congressional
Yes, gir

s Q What hasbeen rouroonnectton and affiliation with the colored le
:iriﬁ%laetiio‘:em nal district, and how long has this connec or

tin
“A. Well, I am a native of Bt. and of course became a voter in 1870,
and I have had a close identification with the voters not only in the district,
but all the districts of the State ever since.
“Q. What is and what was the sentiment on the 4th d'.uz of November,
1902, of the colored people of the Twelfth Congressional t so far as you
were able to observe’

“A. Well, the ‘la that district ever since the last election of
Mr, Pearce have ben with the Republican party, in la:
bers. At least two-thjrda of them voted the Democratic 'ket,
4th of I\ovem‘her they felt that they had additional reasons, because they hnd
? personal liking {a.rga numbers, for Mr. James J. Butler, and they voted
'or him.

%, l‘;QuTrl’mtmowing to the personal regard that they had for Mr. James
utle
AL Largely, and largely because of their utter dissatisfaction with the

Reambhmn
Q. About what of the colored voters of the city of St. Lounis
are residents of the gressional district?

“Mr. RIcHEY. If you know about that?
“A Jeans mgprommba it. Approximately between 8,000and 4,000, Nearer
4,000 than 3,

l(§ ¥0 m

% “I?d lml"ﬁ"fl:m.t. proportion does that bear to the colored voters of the city of
ul

“A. Well, I should say that very nearly one-third—full third—of the

negmvotersn'of Bt. Loujs,yand poeﬁr{b ¥ more, livaintha'l‘w t.]: Congressional

distri
5 Isn t it a fact that the er colored settlements are tained in
Twe%'ﬁ: C oEa) Siatetots e e

. Yes, sir.
“Q. And where the greater number of the colored population actually

center?
they colonize. They live in little clusters, you know, and most
of those are in the Tweltth Con nal district, ke
“Q. Sothat- onra.ppmima on of about one-third is likely to be less than

actual ni
A, Wall.Iwanbedtobaconsewntive in my expression. I am satisfled
t.hatitmlm. Tosnswartgeogi vw'illlmaulmr.xiy i:me.t.tm:ﬂan-aM)m.ﬂzm ow
tered tyorBt.Lonls,and I expect nearly
themlivain distmct.

e-half of the negro voters of the ci
uondm 5 Sl S you to say snp;orbad 24

there are more than two-thirds,
politim largely disa; in that
emselves to me,
voted for Butler.
on are a colored man?

Lo mmldontthinklwuuldbemjstakentorswhiﬁam“
GGOTZBB Vashon (p. 1508):
i ‘Where do you reside?
avenue.
2 Ymgamdﬁmmdvotm‘ofthecityotﬂtlmm

= your business
o Ismldleat.prmn fn.mnotdoinganyﬂﬂng to the first of the
yslstanmltwintheelecﬂon eomt',minsion o S R of:-)t&nt gl 6
ers or
A ne r here in 8t. Louis. Bl i
Pnhm anegro newspaper in St. Louis?

Yes, sir.
. Have yourself familiar with the politics and teal.tng'a of the
colored of the Twelfth Congressional district prior to last election?
Qeﬁi familiar with it.
"Q W iyl'lou mbe, as nearly as you can, what the sentiments of the col-
o elfth Congressional distrltg?wmprior to the last elec-
tive, that90 r eant of the col

gressi ct were suppor Mr. Butler® dacyig the(}:msrms.
8 CAD
about 90 per cent of them. The renson I state that is this: For thelast twelve
yesrs I and some number ofroh - men—the nnm&r augmented ii: re-
bgg: mumég Tose mnwr. men
mmmdthe g them Bnﬂmth moreﬂ;:
less marked success. sucm we had, which exceeded our expecta-
tions, was Inlmu.whenxr James J. Butler was first nominated for Cons'reu

see in Mr,
boglborhood Very

Inm
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Negro men, with whom argument failed to cause to give any consideration
to Democratic nominees before, came into the Democ:mt.ic
port-ed. the ticket, and many of them supported
tations supported the entire ticket. Tbey came &‘
er the contest resulted in his unseati t the n
further ang, nted. Icansafely say that con.ndar 80 par cent to be an un-
darestdmatfme of the negro vote ¥n t,ge elfth Congressi district.
o “Q. I'E:!?amtofam the negroes have been voting the Republican ticket, have
ey no
“YA. To a greater or less . Now, when we began this campaign
about nine ago, in 1503, the first enmpn?n. we onl tound IS negroes
that would gt&nd out and out and be counted for the D@mir tic pa:
“Q. A number of voters in St. Lounis are now holding posi ons of
tru.st under the government of the city of St. Louis, are they not?
. Yea; there are quite a number of them.
. Under the Democratic gove:

roment?
" A. Yes, gir. Idon't think that was one of the moﬂn%
Democratic party, or why they voted the Democratic t;ckgg
Of course that is aconsideration. It iswith all men. When we first started
the campaign in 1503 we found 1t. was very difficult to convert a great mn.ny
negroes that were bigoted in their political views to the Democratio }P&
‘We began on n es who were not of voting aim Started the P. J. uley
Club in 1804, ami afterwards the Greely Club. uny of them became of age
in and 1000, and in 1898 it blossomed out into an independent move-
ment where they t up their own nominee for in two districta—
Twelfth district and a man named Dodge in the

" 1714 Chestaut strect,
“2 ¥0u$ & voter in the city of St. Louis—a colored voter?

2 gegmvotm- rather?
“w e‘&‘ﬁﬂ'

Are yo iliar with thesanﬁmentsmdteeﬁnguottbsmmpopu
hﬂoﬁo{rthecitynt 8t. Louis politically?

‘s, Sir.
“Q. Do you hmw what the sentiments of the votin, pcrgu]s

voﬁis populaﬂ& tom a:ng;ud d£gh'ic were in th“ﬁf.
“w ;G‘

What wm
2 Ithtnkabout mtofthenesmvotm‘swmtorJnmesJ Butler
for Congress; ma: m voted for Mr. Butler and voted the Republican

ﬁmt.utothe ofthaticket
. You believe that to be a censervative estimate of the negro voters of
ﬂm el.t‘thcun district?
VA, Yes, sir;
“Q Yonaminapoa{ﬂonboknuwthamﬂmmtofthm
Yes, sir: Ioerfmmly ; I was amongst them eno mxthemm
“Q What is tion?
“Q Ympodﬁmhdmohnchnmﬁruwbﬂngmammmthem
“A. Yes, sir.”

{:] 1%&.
I:% ored} of lawtul aga, Eroduoed, sworn, and
examined on bahalt of the contestee, bagf
“ Direct examination by Mr. WALSE
“Q. Where do you live?
“A, 2634 Lucas
“Q. What ward and

ct do you live in?
“A. Twenty-second th precinet, I

ard, ten

Q. You have bad rome opportunity to learn the sentiment mmﬂy of
colored people in the Twellth Congressional district, have you?
“A Well, Idon't know wh.nt ¥you mean

exactl
“Q. As to their feslin, the Lon.greeal%nal candidacy of Mr. Wag-
oner and Mr. Butler for
“A. I have heard some few peopla ex&r:ss themselves.
Bu“Q Do yowknow whether or mnot t sentiment was favorable to Mr.
BAL Yes: from all that I could learn, it seemed to be in favor of Mr. Butler.

‘2‘ ‘What is your business?

Iama barber.

:‘g .%ndyoumthspraprhhororthepaﬂpmpﬁetorofaahopr
. Where is that?

::E In the Commonwealth Trust buil

::2: Omotmemsebmmormm
s now of uownknuwledsethemmlmﬂmm the bet-
Smo;‘m = !D Twelfth district refer-

Congressional
thscnnd.idncy qf l’smes J. Butler?
he t"”tﬁ'? few of

them.
Mthatthmewithwhomlume
pmor the better class?
Roma J. Raymond: ﬁonbyl{:r ‘Walsh (p. 108):
“E Mr. Eﬁ;_g’mond. you are an attorney?
“w as‘
A colored attorney, who ies o position among the colored
esndmi:withthaveu‘ybe%o town?
. RicHEY. That is admitted on the part of theconmn
“ll.rWALm I want to get it in the record. This @ hm
peopladiv;inti: mlomdpeo’pl Margnn.ngh.Lums.Elevmt.h.
stree 't
EA ;s ‘Well, not so much on Morgan as it is on Linden, Gay, Twelfth,
nd Hig!
» Andthepopuhﬁmiuwhstm might callin & general way dense,
m‘?‘ﬁmv?:mmm I might. There is a large Italian vote there.
L A
“2 isqnﬂeslargaco population there?
- s%h of whom, and in fact most of whom, you are scarcely ac-
Qtodi“rio ms.ng) ﬂ:ewm?;hnt our gmfwﬂon or bu.llwm calls you away
“ e mlfa’mv Istated that. e
“6 E'ml.l.. . St toaon?s’ubmtwiththn pnlitiml condition which ex-
Ista in w}uohltheooloredpmplemhrsnly interested in
- Iaitnotntmthatthehstfew thmhn.shoenamrkeddetw—
ﬁmq the colored vote from mﬁ?s".; to the Democratic party?

this city, are younot?

‘* A. Yes, sir.

: E YVary noticeable?

we. Isitnota fact that a large number of the colored people with whom
gon are acquainted are very strong and ardent mpportemo?lh‘ James J,

Yes. that is right.
Isitnot a that many of those colored
i{lsvowad themselves as rs of Mr. Bu

le have come out and
?mh . and actually voted
“ eir
Thoao who have previously been Re; uh].i.ca.ns and voted the straight
Reprg limn atfchett o 2 "
L) es‘ r "

a H‘.ave ou any idea to wlmt- extent the negro voters of the Twelfth
C-on district supported the Democratic candidate for Congress, Mr.
James J, Butler?

“Mr. RicHEY. I object to whether he has an idea. If he has knowledge of
the fact I don't object

“A. Well, I cou dn‘t.aay that it is a fact; I couldn't base it on a fact.

“Mr. WarLsH. Well, a; ?Omximntn from your knowledge.

“A, Ishould say abou

OO;Q Seventy per cent of the negro voters supported James J, Butler for
I think 80.
“Dlrect examination by Mr.

WALSH:
familiar wit'h the sentiment of the colored
district with reference to James

gmmd on
geo]g?e v‘;:g;‘ or t:rh t‘;wlf;g}:rﬂ%n of Eovamber 4, 19027

S
you hww !rom what you have learned from your connection with

t.han?];;hat their attitude was toward the election of Mr. Butler prior to No-
vem
“A, all,Iwmsnythis.thatthegrmtbquotthamwu t.l im-
pressed with him; t{wmhmrablawhismd&dwy,mmig
Iti&su'bmitwdby that while in thareport in thewnt.asto!
Horton v. Butler in the first on of this Congr: was de-
voted toa tion of

discussion of the mmidoua achvity of ﬂm ce tn the
1500, there is no censure contained in the present mport of the activity of the
police in the election of 1802, Only once durin &:agument did counsel for
the contestant refer to the activi of tha police, that was to say thata
generzl order had been E_l §o patrolmen from the in
hborhood of the: ordmm beats to precincts with w!

thar nei they were
unfami

Moraﬂ'airswﬂl recognize at once that this is an old and familiar meas-
ure, taken advantage of in all well-governed citiea in order tosecure
and impartiality in the conduct of elections, and had the ma rit of the
committes seen fit to say anything conce the activity of pouoe it
would have been to oommend the ;udgment which dictated such an order.

It is also submitted that while in the report on the contest for the seat from

this district in the first sesmon there were various references to the perni-
cious activity of confestee and tpea'eons nearly ral.atad him in the elecﬂﬂn,
in this report of the majority, in the argument eounael. and in the
record of .the case there is not one syllable which in nny wny mﬂwh u
the attitude of the contestee or anyons related to him d

for th&:gat P the election of November 4, during elect.lon. or
since

The mmorﬂy of the committee submit that ‘Ehm mny ha.vabeen frauds in
the Twelfth Con nal district of Missouri in the but it
submits that there has nat. been ted out to that oom.m.iebae. and the com-
mittes has not been able to d for themsel that such fraud is
sufficient to vitiate the returns in sucha large number of precincts as to give
the seat to the contestant.

The minority feels constrained to believe that the ority has ridden
roughshod over precedent, law, and orderly procedure in their endeavor to
decide this case without sufficient eonmdamuon; and to seat a man by the
g?wer of a partisan majority who was not ¥ the ple of the dis-

ut{n?t? who was not even strong enough with hl.s pu'ty to secure a party
nom OT.

Thamm algrmlthntt.heymnnotdm the Ig‘:hgg; 11;11:11:.1.1 the con-
creden he sovereign

trary is the contestee, armed with
State of uri anthorizing him tore rssent her on the floor of this
is antitled to enjoy t!mﬁghta and pri of a member of this House un
the contrary appears by legal evidence p before the committee.
That such evidence has not. been nced before the committee the House
and the country can determine without reference to the action of the parti-
gan majo

We therefore remmmend t.he adoptionof the fo]lommmﬂuﬁm:s, to wi

“ Resolved, That George C. R. Wagoner was not ive
in the Fifty-seventh Go&gﬁem from the Twelfth of
Misso and is mt. enti to a seat therein.

Conieréss Feot the Twelri Congressionas Mistrioh of Misours
Congressional

anﬁ{s anﬁtlod to a seat therein.”
J. M. ROBINSON.

HENRY D. GREEN.
JOHN J. FEELY.

Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I move that the

House do now adjourn.

The motion was to; aocorduzﬁly (at 5 o’clock and 15
minutes p. m.) the House adjom‘n until to-morrow at 12 o’clock
noon.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

TUnder clause 2 of Rule XTII, bills and resolutions of the follow-
ing titles were severally re from committees, delivered to
the Clerk, and ref to the several Calendars therein named, -
as follows:

Mr. SULZER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 278)
aunthorizing the Secretary of War to furnish the Hebrew Union
Veteran Association with condemned cannon and cannon balls
for a monument to be erected by the Hebrew Union Veteran
Association to the memory of soldiers and sailors who lost their
lives in the war for the Union and in the recent war with Spain,
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the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 3858); which said joint resolution and report were referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. EDDY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16945) to authorize the
gale of a part of what is known as the Red Lake Indian Reservation,
in the State of Minnesota, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a re%o;t (No. 3859); which said bill and report
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. ESCH, from the Committes on the Public Lands. to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 7123) for the protection of
the public forest reserves and national parks of the United States,
Te ed the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 8860); which said bill and report were referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6689) for the protec-
tion of game animals, birds, and fish in the forest reserves of the
United States, reported the same with amendments, accompanied
by a report (No. 3862); which said bill and report were referred
to the House Calendar.

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 7714) to
increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize
the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erection
and completion of public buildings, and for other purposes, re-
gﬁr;ed the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No.

); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the
Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill of
the Senate (S. 5369) granting an increase of pension to Charles
R. Allen, reported the same without amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 3861); which said bill and report were referred
tothe Private Calendar,

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS
INTRODUCED.

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
gfntha following titles were introduced and severally referred as

ollows:

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 17507) to provide for ad-
ditional lighting service in the harbor of Norfolk, Va.—to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. LATIMER: A bill (H. R. 17508) to provide certain
souvenir medallions for the benefit of the ThomasJefferson Memo-
rial Association of the United States—to the Committee on
Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 93)
requesting the President fo obtain certain information—to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. MOODY: A resolution of the legislature of Oregon, rel-
aftive to lands in eastern Oregon—to the Committee on the Pub-
lic Lands. -

Also, a resolution of the legislature of Oregon, relative to the
bill S. 4580—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
Ehﬁ following titles were introduced and severally referred as

ollows:

By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 17509) to refund $105 to the
Lavaca County National Bank for currency burned—to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 17510) to remit a penalty im-
posed upon the Lawrence-Williams Company—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 17511) for the relief of the
estate of Andrew Roberts—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17512) for the relief of the estate of William
B. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. BOREING: Petition of citizens of Burnside, Ky., in
fﬁor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

By Mr, CONNELL: Petition of M. D. Lathrop and others, in
favor of the bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating liquors in all
Government buildings, etc.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Lig-
uor Traffic.

Also, resolutions of the Paint Grinders’ Association of the
United States urging legislation to empower the Interstate Com-
merce Commission to establish nniform freight classifications and

ights—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.
,resolutions of the Board of Trade of Scranton, Pa., favor-
ing liberal laws for Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories.

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 8. S. Dillman Post, No. 342,
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, favoring a
service pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutionsof the New York State con-
vention of Universalists, favoring the establishment of a labora-
tory for the study of the criminal, pauper, and defective classes—
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Independent Tobacco Manu-
facturers’ Association of the United States, favoring the passage
of House bill 16457—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolution of the American Protective Tariff League, New
York City, in relation to reciprocity—to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

Also, letter of Edwin C. Dinwiddie, legislative superintendent
American Antisaloon League, in reference to the Army saloon or
canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolution of the Trades
League of Philadelphia, in favor of legislation to encourage the
buildin%' of American ships by American labor throngh the pay-
ment of subsidies—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine
and Fisheries.

Also, resolutions of the Department of Massachusetts. Grand
Army of the Republic, urging the E:r&saga of House bill 14105,
giving preference to honorably discharged war veterans in ap-
pointments—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service.

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Protests against the passage of House
bill 16457, to amend section 3394 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States, relating to tobacco, from the following: Luchs
& Bro., of Washington, D. C.; F. W. Wagener & Co., of Charles-
ton,S. C.; J.J. & J. E. Maddox, of Atlanta, Ga.; Hurff & Haines,
of Bridgeton, N. J.; Gildehaus-Wnulfing Company. of St. Louis,
Mo.; J. & B. Moose, of Chicago, Ill.; Oakford & Fahnestock, of
Peoria, Ill.; Frank Kuhn & Bro., of Philadelphia, Pa.; Aug.
Nasse, of St. Louis, Mo.; Waples Platter Company, of Dallas,
Tex.; Meyer-Schmid Grocery gompany. of St. Louis, Mo.; J. W.
Cooper, of St. Paul, Minn.; Miliken-Tomlinson Company, of
Portland, Me.; J. N. Pike, of Lynn, Mass.; Arthur Knecht, T. C.
Spears, and E. E. Martin, of Cripple Creek, Colo.; H. D. Lee
Manufacturing Company, of Salina, Kans.; A. Goldberg, of
Scranton, Pa.; Voight & Winter Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio;
Gilbery Grocery Company, of Portsmouth, Ohio; C. 8. Morey
Mercantile Company, of Denver, Colo.; Fort Smith Wholesale
Grocery Company, of Fort Smith, Ark.; Lehmann-Higginson
Grocery Company, of Wichita, Kans.; Joseph A. Stern & Bro.,
of Erie, Pa.; T. R. Savage, of Bangor, Me.; Waples Platter Gro-
cery Com , of Denison, Tex.; L. W. Davis Tobacco Company,
of Norfolk, Va.; Frings Brothers Company, of Wilmington, Del.;
Augusta Grocery Compa.ng, of Augusta, Ga.; Charles Gross &
Co., of Philadelphia, Pa.; 8. Guckenheimer's Son, of Savannah,
Ga.; H. L. %pence:r Company, of Oskaloosa, Iowa; Johnson &
Murray, of Utica, N. Y.; M. Fersts, Sons & Co., of Savannah,
Ga.; McCart-Christy Company, of Cleveland, Ohio; Austin Bur-
Tin, Grocery Company Branch, of Lansing, Mich,; Eldridge
& Higgins Company, of Columbus, Ohio; George F. Young &
Bro., of Providence, R. I.; Coghill & Kohn, of San Francisco,
Cal.; Tracy-Avery Company, of Mansfield, Ohio; Wulfing Gro-
cery Company, of St. Lounis, Mo.; Stoddard, Gilbert & Co., of
New Haven, .; Estabrook & Eaton, of Boston, Mass.; Na-
tional Grocery Company, of South Bend, Ind.; Savannah Grocery
Company, of Savannah, Ga.; Wichita Wholesale Grocery Com-
pany, of Wichita, Kans.; Parkhurst Davis Mercantile Company,
of Topeka, Kans.; Loudon & Co., of St. Lounis, Mo.; The Weide-
man Company, of Cleveland, Ohio; Jackson Grocery Company
Branch, of Jackson, Mich.; Musselman Grocery Company, Lemon
& Wheeler Company, Clark-Jewells Company, Woodhouse Com-

any, Worden Grocery Comdpany, Judson Grocery Company, and

iel Lynch, all of Gran Ra%ivds, Mich.; Bloch Brothers To-
bacco Company, of Wheeling, W. Va.—to the Committee on
‘Ways and Means.

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of General Thomas Post, No.
862, Grand Army of the Republic, Baldwin, Mich., in support of
House bill 17108, relative to homestead rights to public lands—to
the Committee on the Public Lands. 2

By Mr. JACK: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance
Union of Orangeville; Young People’s Society of Christian En-
deavor and Presbyterian Church of Slatelick, and citizens of Wa-
terville, Pa., for the e of a bill to forbid the sale of in-
toxicating liquors in all Government buildings, etc.—to the Com-
mittee on Alcoholic Liguor Traffic.

By Mr. JOY: Resolutionsof RabbiIzchok Lodge, No. 182, of St.

y Mo., Order of B’rith Abraham, asking for an amendment
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to the immigration laws—to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

By Mr. KAHN: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of
San Francisco, Cal., in favor of House bill 17147—to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, resolutions of the same, favoring an increase of the
United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany House bill 5209, to
correct the military record of Alexander Bennett—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, affidavit to accompany House bill relating to the claim of
William B. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, affidavit to accompany House bill relating to the claim of
Andrew Roberts—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. REEDER: Resolution of the annual convention of the
Kansas State Temperance Union for restriction in the liquor traf-
fic—to the Committee on Aleoholic Liquor Traffic.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Petition of citizens of
Jackson County, Ala., for the relief of G. M. Hawkins and
others—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Diamond Medicine Company, Buf-
falo, N, Y., urging the passage of House bill 178, for the reduc-
tion of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Protest of certain taxpayers and
residents of Arizona against cession of that part of Arizona north
of the Colorado River, near westerly boundary of Arizona, to the
State of Utah—to the Committee on the Territories.

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Independent Tobacco Manufac-
turers’ Association, in favor of House bill 16457—to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of Independent Tobacco Manufac-
turers’ Association, in support of House bill 16457—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolution of the American Protective Tariff League, in
relation to reciprocity—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

SENATE.
THURSDAY, February 26, 1903.

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m.

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr, GALLINGER, and by unanimons
consent, the further ing was dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Journal will stand ap-
proved, if there be no objection. If is approved.

FIRST CUSTOMS CONGRESS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow-
ing message from the President of the United States; which was
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed:

To the Senate and House of qurgse::éaﬁm: B S
T e [s) - ACCOm; -

ipg pepeen solats o T bcodiingy of e Pt oo Congrem f o

ARERn SApINIY, 0 THEODORE ROOSEVELT.

‘WHiTE HOUSE, February 25, 1903,

CONDITION OF LABOR CLASSES IN HAWAIL

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senafe a com-
munication from the Commissioner of Labor, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report upon the commercial, industrial, social,
educational, and sanitary condition of the laboring classes of the
Territory of Hawaii; which, with the accompanying papers, was
referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico,
and ordered to be printed.

SCHOONER TABITHA.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims,
transmitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the
act of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out
in the findings by the court relating to the vessel schooner

Tabitha, Daniel Gould, master; which, with the accompanying | merri

per, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to
g printed.
BRIG POMONA.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from t.hg assnatag% clerk of the Court of Claims,
transmitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the
act of January 20, 1885, in the French liation claims set out
in the findings by the court relating to the vessel brig Pomona,
Reuben Coffin, master; which, with the accompanying paper,
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be

printed.
ORDER OF BUSINESS. y ;
Mr. McCCUMBER. Mr. President, I wish to give notice at this
- time that immediately at the close of the morning business Ishall

lf:;gabl;ﬁ proceed to the consideration of House bill 3109, the pure-
ill,

Mr. WARREN. This morning?

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes, sir. .

Mr. WARREN. I ask the atténtion of the Senator from North
Dakota to the notice which I gave yesterday, that I would ask
immedjat&lfv following the morning business fo take up half a
dozen small House claims bills which it is necessary to have passed
to-day'in order that they may receive the attention of the Execu-
tive and be duly referred to the departments for report before
approval or disapproval.

- McCUMBER. The notice doesnot appear upon the Calen-
ar.

Mr. WARREN, It wasgiven,nevertheless. Itisin the RECORD.

Mr. TILLMAN. We did not hear the statement of the Senator
from North Dakota. The notice is for what time?

Mr. BLACKBURN. Immediately after the morning business.

Mr. TILLMAN. To-day?

Mr. McCUMBER. This morning.

Mr. SPOONER. What are the claims bills?

Mr. WARREN. They are House bills pt':\jriuﬁ':l claims of a few
hundred dollars each which, as is the case with all claims bills,
must go from the White House to the various departments for
investlgation and return before they can be considered.

Mr. SPOONER. Are they bills which have already passed
the Senate in a former Congress?

lg[r. WARREN. A part of them have and a partof them have
not.
leg[.r. %POONER They are bills reported by the Committee on

ims?

Mr. WARREN. They are bills reported by the Committee on
Claims, and they are all House bills.

Mr. SPOONER. Are they Court of Claims bills?

Mr. WARREN. Some of them are Court of Claims and some
are miscellaneous. They are mainly miscellaneous.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e regular order is the pres-
entation of petitions and memorials.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the
legislature of Arizona, remonstrating against the annexation to
the State of Utah of all that gortion of the Territory of Arizona
lying north and west of the Colorado River; which was ordered
to lie on the table and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows:

TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
UNITED BTATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Arizona, ss!

I, Isaac T. Stoddard, secretary of the Territory of Arizona, do hereby cer-
tify that the annexed is a true and complete transcript of house memorial
No. 2 of the twenty-second legislative assembly of Arizona, which was filed
in dtgésbomlge the day of February, A. D. at 0.40 o'clock a. m., as pro-
Vi Ww.

In t&imuny whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official
f\m}i 1]?'&113 at the city of Phoenix, the capital, this 20th day of February,

"[SEAL.] ISAAC T. STODDARD,

Secretary of the Territory of Arizona.

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States:

Your mamorialiatghtha twenty-second legislative assembly of the Territory
of Arizona, l'es?ﬁc_tf y represent that—
Whereas a bill i3 now pending before the of the United States
roviding for the annexation to the State of Ut of all that portion of the
erritory of Arizona lying north and west of the Colorado River; and
‘Whereas the legislative assembly of the State of Utah has recently sent
commissioners from that State to secure, if possible, the assent of the legisla-
tive assembly of the Territory of Arizona to such annexation; and
Whereas the members of this legislature, having mefuliy investigated
the matter and being fuli{nliu]dvisad. declare that the territory sought to be
uired by the Stateof U from Arizona comprises an area nearly aslarge
as the Stateof Massachusetts; that it is rich in mineral resources, containin
vast areas of valuable timber and grazing la: and thousands of acres o
land that can readily be brought under cultivation by a system of water
storage and irrigation; that said tract is of inestimable value and importance
};lo t,th;;i&erﬂw of na as & source of revenue and a fleld of industry and
us! ry; an
‘Whereas the said tract is traversed from east to west by the Grand Can-
on of the Colorado River, the most marvelous and majestic of all nature’s
ndiwork, of world-wide fame, and which has always n peculiarly and

exclusively an endowment:
Therefore, your memorialists respectfully declare that the people of the
of Arizona, through the members of their legislative nmemb‘ifv& are
unalterably opposed to the annexation of any portion of said tract to the

Stateof U and earnestly protest against the enactment by Congress of
ALY measure ed to accomplish such and that the do-
main of Arizona rotected by Cor the pl@poeed unjust and

NEress
indefensible encroachment by the State of Utah.
That the secretary of the Territory be directed to forward one copy of this
memorial to the President of the te, one copy to the Speaker of the
House, and one copy to our Delegate to Co ¢
ODORE T. POWERS,
Speaker

of the House,
EUGENE B. IVES,
President of the Council.
I hereby certify that the within isa true copy of house memorial No. 2.
W. MILLER, Chief Clerk.
Filed in the office of the secretary of the Territory of Arizona this 20th
day of February, A. D. 1903, at 9.40 6. m.
. ¢ ISAAC T. STODDARD,

Secretary of Arizona,
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